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[DOLE STREET 





© No sell out over pensions 


¢ Link up all the struggles 
against all the cuts 


© With the officials where 
possible, without them 
where necessary 


¢ Forward to a general strike 
to bring down the Tories 


THE PUBLIC sector strike has put 
one question on everyone’s lips: 
what next in the fight to stop the 
pensions robbery and beat the Tory 
cuts? The answer is clear. Escalate 
the action. 

Every union branch should bom- 
bard head offices and the TUC with 
calls for another strike - and the 
next one should be two days or 
three days, stepping up the fight. 

The Tories know that anger is 
growing. The Coalition is hoping 
our union leaders will agree to par- 
tial concessions and avoid future 
strikes. Concessions that could leave 
us working longer, paying more and 
getting less. 

The government will try to break 
our unity by offering temporary 
concessions, simply to take some 
sections off the battlefield. And 
some leaders, like Dave Prentis of 
Unison, seem to be begging for this, 
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saying future talks and further 
strikes will be take place scheme- 
by-scheme. 


Link up all the struggles 

Instead we should unite the disputes 
and strike together until the entire 
pension “reform” is scrapped. Yes, 
this is against the Tory anti-union 
laws, but the laws would be unwork- 
able if we all struck together. 

We can do it - if we link the pen- 
sions fight to all the other struggles 
against the cuts: the 710,000 public 
sector job losses, the electricians’ 35 
per cent pay cut, young people occu- 
pying city centres. 

That way we could stop not just the 
pensions robbery, but the whole dirty 
plan to make the working class pay 
for the bosses and bankers’ crisis. 

How can we do this if our union 
leaders are willing to settle for less? 
There’s only one way. It means 





0 ESCALATE 


building rank and file organisations 
- like the electricians have built - to 
prepare for more strikes, oppose 
sell-outs, and deliver action without 
them if necessary. 

We should hold assemblies of 
workers, anticapitalists, the unem- 
ployed and young people to pledge 
united action. A vital next step is to 
organise a conference of the N30 
strikers against any moves to sell us 
out or sell us short. 

It means building for a general 
strike to bring down the govern- 
ment and bust the whole cuts pro- 
gramme. 

The Tories and the ruling class are 
terrified because they know that all 
over the world people are rising up 
against austerity and cuts - from 
Greece to the USA. They know it 
can happen here. We should know 
it too - and what it will take to make 
it happen, 





The editorial - 
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N30 shows that 


the fight is on 


THE MASS strike on N&O has the potential to change the political 


situation in Britain, tt shows that if you want mass numbers then the ? 


unions are essential to filling the streets of every city and town with 
people who want to fight the government's cuts. The real sense of 
unity and collective strength in the face of the Tories and Liberals 
was inspirational, and something that we need a lot more of. 

But the strategic question facing us now is how do we keep up 
the momentum? How do we make sure this is not the end of 
mass action but only the beginning? 

The biggest danger now is of a sell out. The press is full of 
reports about a possible deal between the union leaders and the 
government, of its plans to divide the unions arid buy some of 
them off, Already the union leaders are dragging their feet over 
more action, which rhightnot happen until March. This is no way 
to win a fight! 

The central issue is leadership and control over it. The top union 
officials, sitting on £100,000 a year salaries, have to be pressured 
for action by their members. They have to go through all the rigma- 
role cf balloting as ‘aid done by Thatcher's anti-union laws, But 
nothing stops the union leaders fram making a rotten compromise. 
That is why the workers facing the cuts across the public sector 
have to organise to take control over the campaign now. 

A great assistance in doing this Is to really connect the 
anticapitalist radicalism, resulting from the occupy movement and 
the more vibrant local anticuts movement to millions of union 
members in the workplace? 

The government is planning the destruction of our services (health, 
education, welfare, local government) and our jobs - as well as our 
pensions. If we don’t get organised from below to take control of 
the resistance then we will find defeat'staring us in the face. 

Since this is a struggle not With this or that employer but with the 
government determined.to imposed a decade of savage austerity 
onus it will take more than single days of action every six months 
or 80 to. defeat them-.even with two million on strike, Experience 
in France.and Greece proves this. We need escalating mass 
strikes culminating iA a general strike the full power Of over 8 
million workers to bring the government down. 

Without such-a decisive battle, we will be ground down, defeated 
section by section, just as Thatcher did fo us in the 1980s. We 
can defeat Cameron and Clegg’s pians but only. if we escalate the 
resistanice, take the leadership of it inte the hands of the rank and 
file, and organise around an anticapitalist political strategy. 


Where Is Labour? 
The lack of support from Labour, with only 8 MPs and 30 council- 
lors saying they would back the strikes, shows how weak the left 
is in the party. When Ed Miliband crossed the picket line on his 
way into parfament to say he didn't support the strike, few 
strikers will have been shocked. After all most of the leaders of 
our unions, which still pay 80 per cent of Labour's expenses, 
don’t even dare demand that he does anything in return for it. 
Alas it is no break with tradition that Miliband gained the 
leadership thanks to union votes and then betrayed them. He 
keeps bleating that strikes a sign of failure and only justified 
when negotiations break down. As though this government was 
in the business of any compromise even minimally advantageous 
to.public sector workers when it plans to sack hundreds of 
thousands of them as well as steal their pensions. 

in fact even negotiations only make any progress when workers 
show their collective power to resist their employers or the 
government. That is what a strike is for and it an essential part of 
our class struggle, So when Miliband consistently opposes them 
he ig showing on which side of this class struggle he, and his 
party, is fighting. 


Join the campaign for a new organisation 

As a response to our article in the last paper on a new anticapita!- 
ist alternative there a series of meetings being held across the 
country by activists from across the anticuts movement and 
various socialist organisations to discuss the way forward. With a 
whole new generation of fighters being created by today’s 
struggies we think the ‘eft needs to see whether a basis for closer 
co-operation exists; with a view to building a united organisation 
that can make a real difference. if you are interested in getting 
involved then you can contact us through our website or emai! us 
at anticapitalistatternatwe@gmail.com 
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i % EUROZONE CRISIS 





AS WE go to press, the capitalist class is 
in a state of high anxiety. “Five days to 
save the Euro” run-the headlines. 
<The, German chancellor, Angela 
“Merkel, has called openly for the trans- 
formation of the EU - or part of it into 
anew Fiscal Union, in which unelected 
officials could impose tax and spending 


Court of Justice could overrule elected 
governments if they did not cut hard 
‘ enough. 

Why? Because“ Europe is in the mid- 
die of its greatest test”. she said on 2 
December. The 1 percent — financiers, 
corporate owners and their governments 
— want urgent action because two crises 
are coming to a head at the same time 
and they want to force the working class 
to pay tor them.‘ We really are up against 
the wall”, one European diplomat told 
the Financial Times. 

The first of the two crises is state debt. 
Several Européan countries ran up mas- 
sive debts before the recession in 2008 
and have seen revenués plunge and ben- 
efits soar since then. Unlike, for exam- 
ple, the USA, which has tried to stimu- 
late growth by devaluing its currency and 
boosting exports, the weaker members 
of the Eurozone like Greece, Portugal, 


growth, they can only borrow on inter- 
national money markets at impossibly 
high interest rates Without new loans, 
they face the prospect being unable to 
repay existing debts, 
,.. The second crisis centres on what the 
| Governor of the Bank of England, 
Mervyn King, calls “early signs of a credit 
| crunch”, and what Bank of Japan deputy 
governor Kiyohiko Nishimura called.a 
“widespread credit crunch”. 

Banks have stopped lending and are 
hoarding cash as the prospects of future 
returns look dim. If they lend to govern- 
ments by buying bonds. they fear they 
may never be repaid. If they buy shares, 
they face losses through falling share val- 
ues as a double dip recession looms. 

On 1 December, Eurozone banks bor- 
rowed more than €8 billion overnight 
from the European Central Bank just to 
keep themselves afloat. At the same time. 
five central banks, fed by the US Federal 
Reserve, announced “emergency action” 
to help banks get access to money. These 

| unprecedented and dramatic interven- 
tions suggest the banks had ceased to 
lend to each other ~ meaning they feared 
that a major bank might be on the 
point of collapse and could not be trusted 
to repay even short term loans. 


| Another credit crunch? 

Less than five years since the first signs 
of the last credit crunch emerged in early 
2007, less than four years since the Great 
Recession of 2008-09, the Wall Street 
Journal fears “a repeat next ycar with a 
| different cast of characters but an equally 
scary ending”. US investment bank 
Goldman Sachs says these two crises will 
push much of the world back into reces- 
sion. Last time, they say, it was sub-prime 
mortgages and the collapse of major 
banks and hedge funds that catalysed the 
crisis, this time it will be Europe. because 





cuts on member states and the European * 


“Spain and Italy cannot alter the value of * 
the euro. With no prospect of economic: 





“the sovereign and banking crises have’ 
now takén‘on a systemic dimension, with 
investors increasingly questioning the 


_sutvival of the euro and the euro area”. 


The risk of a banking crisis is not lim- 
itéd'to the Eurozone. The Bank of Eng- 


~Jaad’s Financial Stability Report warns 
- that the four biggest UK banks havea net 


exposuré.ta Ireland, Spain, Italy; Greece 
and Portugal of £172.3 billion, which is 83 
per cent of their total cére capital. 

The feading European capitalists inthe 
German and'French ruling classes are 
desperate to defend the Eur6 and their 
political and economic domination in 
Europe. If the eurspollapsed, Germany 
would lose its puyilt in exghange rate 
advantage, whieh has betiélited its huge 
export industrigs in European markets. 

A new period of geopolitical insta- 
bility would see sharper rivalries between 
Eutopeati states, protectionism hamper- 
ing world trade and fuelling cotsflict, and 
world powers like ‘China and the USA 
vying for influence over a patchwork of 
shifting European alliances. 


The fiscal union 

For Merkel, the solution is a new Fiscal 
Union. As we write, five critical days of 
negotiation are opening, but it is clear 
that the ruling classes of Europe face 
three choices: 

¢ Who will be in, or out, of a new fiscal 
union? Greece could be dumped from 
the euro, if so. its new currency would 
plummet, middle class and smail busi- 
nesspeople and savers would be ruined, 
banks would collapse and so on. 

© How to boost the size of the EU's 
bailout fund? At present, it has just €250 
billion, nowhere near enough to bail out 
Italy and Spain, and far less than the €1 
trillion promised in the last “urgent 
talks”. The fund is essential to build a 
‘firewall’ around Greece. or stop the *con- 
tagion’ spreading to Italy. Unless they 
find some cash, the new EU could be a 
Jot smailer than the old one. 

* How to legitimise a fiscal union? They 
may need to revise the EU Treaty but 
this could mean referendums in many 
states — and they won't all go the way 
Merkel wants. There is ao lack of terri- 
tories in Europe with historic grounds to 
dislike the prospect of German con- 
trol. The “democratic deficit” is a major 
political obstacle to all such plans. The 
governments of Greece and Italy have 


German capitalists push for fiscal 
powers as second credit crunch looms 


None of the problems from 2008 have gone away; in fact many have become 
_ worse, argues Richard Brenner. What are the European leaders planning next? - 


already been removed by the diktat of 
European and international finance. Can 
it be au accident that the new Italian gov- 
ernment has no lack of bankers but not 
one elected politician? 

Fiscal union would mean that demo- 
cratically clected governments could be 
overruled by unelected European insti- 
tutions. Some moderates in the working, 
class movement will propose tepid 
reforms of the EU, the issuance of 
Euro bonds and so on, without noticing 
that fiscal union would represent a big 
step towards consolidation of a new 
European imperialist power, free of all 
democratic controls. Others in the move- 
ment will rightly demand that govern- 


- «ments default on their national debts and 


cancel austerity programmes, but they 
will ignore the fact,that a retreat back to 
national economies would guarantee a 
decline in the European é¢conomy as a 
whole. A patchwork quilt of thdepen- 
dent’ capitalist states, each ruled by a des- 
perate class determined to cut harder 
than their rivals, is no solution for the 
working class. 

Atthe same time the repeated capital- 
ist crises show the system has no way out. 
In every country the bosses and their gov- 
ernments are slashing public sector pay, 
throwing people on the dole, making truly 
barbaric cuts to education, healthcare and 
benefits, stripping away pension rights 
and tearing up hard won agreements. 

Across Europe, the working class 
movement needs to coordinate its resist- 
ance, raise the level of the strikes against 
austerity into indefinite stoppages 
designed to bring down the cutting gov- 
ernments, and aim to replace them with 
new governments based not on tech- 
nocrats and bankers, but on the rule of 
councils of workers’ delegates. Then we 
could cancel the debt to the bondhoid- 
ers, tear up the austerity plans, take 
over the banks and fund an urgent plan 
for jobs and redevelopment out.of the 
wealth of the 1 percent. 

There must be no illusions that solu- 
tions can be found within national bor- 
ders, Capitalism has begun to integrate 
the European economy but the capital- 
ists themselves are national classes 
who cannot complete the process. For 
that, we need a Socialist United States 
of Europe, based on the councils and 
other fighting organisations that must be 
built in the struggle against austerity 
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% PENSIONS DISPUTE 





Now we can stop the pensions robbery 


Two million strong strike shows unions have power to bring down the government — but, argues Jeremy Dewar, only if they 
escalate the action, broaden their aims and base themselves on action committees 


“OBVIOUSLY IT was a big strike,” 
conceded David Cameron the day 
after the 30 November strike, Gone 
was the bluster that this was a “damp 
squib”, that nearly half our schools 
had opened or that airports and hos- 
pitals saw litle disruption. Two mil- 
lion workers had spoken and Britain 
had listened. 

The scale of the strike was impos- 
sible to deny; sooner or later, the 
Tories had to admit they had 
received a bloody nose. Still, they 
tried damage limitation. The 
Department of Education came out 
and said only 13 per cent of schools 
had opened, while the same num- 
ber had taken in students only to 
hold assemblies or one class. An 
exercise in babysitting, one union 
rep told me. 

While ministers grabbed on to the 
stat that only 6,000 out of 30,000 
operations were cancelled, in fact 
thousands more had been resched- 
uled. while unions had agreed “life 
and limb” emergency cover during 
the strike. Unions said 400,000 
healthworkers were on strike. 

From first hand experience, 1 can 
say that local authorities were hit 
hard. with thousands joining Unison, 
Unite and the GMB in the days lead- 
ing up to the strike, almost cer- 
tainly outnumbering the few who 
eivsssd picket ines. These are new 
members who will stay with the 
unions in the battles over pay, jobs 
and services; they are permanent 
gains, workers who joined in order 
to fight. 

Garbage trucks stood still in 
depots. while support staff strength- 
ened school and college strikes. Town 
Halls across the country saw hun- 
dreds of picketers congregate in 
the late morning sun before “tak- 
ing the road” on their way to official 
demos. 

Tory grandee Francis Maude was 
keen to rubbish the civil service walk- 
out but was hampered by the fact 
that his own Cabinet Office suffered 
its biggest strike in history. The 
government took extraordinary steps 
to prevent Heathrow passengers pil- 
ing up, even getting its press officer 
to check passports, but it only suc- 
ceeded after a quarter of all flights 
were cancelled. Only 10 cargo staff 
turned up as more than 90 per cent 
— over 1,000 — union members struck 
at the airport. 

In fact, civil servants were out like 
never before; 84 per cent of the coun- 
try’s 290,000 PCS members walked 
off the job, closing down courts in 
Liverpool, St Helens, Nottingham 
and Stoke, all museums in Wales and 
Gtasgow’s Student Loan Company. 
Although the Department for Works 
and Pensions claimed only 16 Job 
Centres closed, in fact 80-90 per cent 
of PCS members in the DWP were 
on strike. Rather like minister Lain 
Duncan Smith's head, the lights were 
on but nokedy was in. 

This unprecedented strike by 29 
different unions was bound to have 
a massive impact on the broader 
mass of workers and youth suffering 
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from austerity measures, It was. after 
all, the nearest we can get to a one 
day general strike in Britain without 
breaking the undemocratic anti- 
union laws. which forbid political 
strikes in response to the govern- 
ment's political attack. 

The day before the strike both 
“these points were neatly illustrated. 

A BBC poll showed, despite the 
rhetoric of the government. BBC and 
billionaire press, 61 per cent sup- 
ported the strike, rising to 67 per cent 
among women (this was a strike with 
a majority of women on it as well) 
and an incredible 79 per cent among 
the youth. So much for the “apa- 
thetic” generation - when you 
deprive a million under 25s of 
employment. education and train- 
ing. of course they will support a 
fightback. 

When 2.6 million people are bal- 
loted, nearly everyone knows a 
friend, family member or service 
provider, who can explain the issues. 

The second big generator of pub- 
lic support was Chancellor George 
Osborne himself. In his autumn state- 
ment, he announced a two-year 1 per 
cent pay cap to follow the two-year 
pay freeze for public sector workers. 
Then the Office for Budget Respon- 
sibility forecast 710,000 more public 
sector job cuts. A “lost decade” of 
spending cuts would break Britain 
public services. 


Sympathy and solidarity - 

On the day this manifested itself in 
a number of ways, big and small. 
Hoots, waves and cheers greeted 
picket-lines throughout rush hour 
and tens of thousands swelled union 
ranks on local demos: London 
(50,000), Manchester (30,000), Glas- 


* gow (25,000), Bristol (20,000), Birm- 
Angham (15,000) and 10,000 in Leeds, 


Liverpool, Newcastle and Brighton. 

In London there was direct action 
and as 300 electricians and Occupy 
London activists hooked up at Liv- 
erpool Street and roved the City. sup- 
porting picket lines and avoiding 
police kettles. Late afternoon, UK 


Uncut led an occupation of mining 
giant Xstrata, whose Mick Davies is 
the highest paid CEO in Britain. 
Police arrested around 25 people 
on that action. In Hackney, police 
arrested 37 protesters simply for 
approaching a picket line in solidar- 
ity. 

To underscore the state’s fear that 
the strike would indeed strike a 
chord with wider discontent. the 
Metropolitan Police cordoned off 
the whole of Whitehall with a veri- 
table “Iron Curtain” 10 foot tall. For 
the tens of thousands who marched 
past it, this is what democracy Jooks 
like today. 

Tapping the potential 

The class struggle in Britain is enter- 
ing a new phase. The deepening eco- 
nomic crisis, a historic crisis of the 
whole system, has shaken up all the 
classes. 

The bosses and bankers are 
demanding unprecedented levels of 
austerity: wage restraint, job cuts and 
the dismantling of the welfare state: 
selling off the profitable bits, shut- 
ting down the rest. After four years 
of cuts, public sector workers will 
have lost 20-25 per cent of their 
real income - or their entire job. Pri- 
vate company workers are caught in 
a new credit crunch and global slow- 
down: potentially a depression. 

Picket after picket explained, “It’s 
not just about pensions — [’m against 
all the cuts” The union tops may have 
wanted to fight this as a dispute over 
pensions, but it has already become 
asocial movement against the “1 per 
cent”. For socialists, the task is to turn 
it into a political struggle for power. 


Union leaders plans 
And this is the problem the conser- 
vative layer of bureaucrats. who run 
our unions faces. After 30 Novem- 
ber, how can they put the genie back 
in the bottle? Or as Treasury minis- 
ter Danny Alexander put it: 
“Striking will harden opinion on 
the union side and make it harder for 
them to sella deal to their members.” 





The government immediately re- 
opened negotiations on 1 Decem- 
ber. The most right wing leaders 
jumped at the new talks, saying they 
expected a deal to be forthcoming 
— notably the moderate teachers” 
union ATL and the heads’ NAHT. 
Expect others, like the TUC’s Bren- 
dan Barber, Unisoh’s Dave Prentis 
and Unite’s Gail Cartmail. to mimic 
their coo. 

As for the left wing of the TUC, 
they have a more difficult balancing 
act still. Unlike their right wing broth- 
ers and sisters, PCS leader Mark Ser- 
wotka and NUT left Kevin Court- 
ney do not have the ear of Tory 
ministers. On the contrary, the Tories 
would like nothing more than to see 
their reputation among workers and 
their careers as leaders in tatters. This 
cannot be achieved overnight, but 
they're working on it. - 

The problem (as Simon Hardy 
explains on page 7) is that these lead- 
ers do not have an active base of rank 
and file militants, who can educate, | 
agitate and organise the members to 
up the ante and take the fight to 
the government. Therefore they 
are reliant on the centre-right not 
breaking ranks. 

So, despite the PCS and NUT 
executives both agreeing, apparently 
unanimously, for further strike action 
in January, now their leaders are talk- 
ing of the same industrial strategy as 
Prentis and Cartmail. Both unions 
“have not ruled out” so-called 
“smart” strikes as a supplement to 
all-out national action, but they have 
not even named a date yet. 


Striking to win 

However, sectional strikes and 
regional action, aimed at spreading 
the pain for members losing pay and 
waging a long. drawn-out war of attri- 
tion with the government, carry their 
own dangers, In Southampton, where 
this strategy was trialled, council 
workers have stiil not won any con- 
cessions despite some sections tak- 
ing weeks of strike action since May. 
On the contrary. all council staff have 


been forced to sign new contracts 
and accept a 3.6 per cent pay cut. 

There is an alternative. Two mil- 
lion workers have shown that they 
can strike together and make a dif- 
ference. Quite simply Britain is crip- 
pled without this vital workforce. We 
would be even stronger if another 
two million from the private sector 
joined us, if transport workers joined 
in and if we actively cultivated the 
support of students and youth, rather 
than simply let it to chance. 

To develop this united front, we 
have to broaden the aims of the 
strike movement to encompass 
opposition to all the cuts and take on 
board some of the demands of the 
occupy movement. This means 
aunching a general strike to bring 
down the government. 

How can we do this? First by 
flooding union headquarters with 
demands for a two or three day strike 
in the New Year and for an all-out, 
stay-out strike if the Tories do not 
concede after that. 

But more than this, we need to pre- 
pare to launch the action ourselves. 
How can this be done? By devel- 
oping joint strike committees and 
anticuts groups. many of which have 
sprung up in order to organise 30 
November from below. In addition 
we need ‘to establish rank and file 
networks in the unions along the 
lines of the electricians on the build- 
ing sites. 

In Lambeth in South London, 
for example, the Save Our Services 
campaign and joint union reps drew 
up a statement, declaring solidarity 
with the global struggle against 
austerity and demanding “further, 
longer, broader strikes” in the New 
Year. An assembly of 500 strikers and 
supporters voted unanimously for 
the resojution. 

Other assemblies, big and small, 
need to be established in the coming, 
weeks and a national gathering of 
trade union militants, anticuts 
activists to discuss, agree and start 
implementing an action plan to bring, 
down the Tories. 
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* MIDDLE EAST 


No to sanctions — hands off Iran! 


The growing chorus from world leaders demanding action against Iran threatens another war in the Middle East. Martin 
Suchanek examines what is behind the latest international manoeuvers and states the case against sanctions 


EVEN BEFORE the storming of 
the British Embassy in Tehran and 
the closure of the lranian Embassy 
in London in revenge, Britain. the 
US and Israel were ramping up the 
campaign for sanctions against Iran. 
The Anglo-Saxon powers together 
with their Zionist regional police~ 
man, have repeatedly threatened 
pre-emptive bombing raids - with the 
pretext that this is the only way to 
prevent [ran acquiring a nuclear 
bomb and in order to contain the 
regime’s regional ambitions. To this 
end they have strong armed the 
International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) into claiming Iran 
has deceived the “international com- 
munity”and is developing a bomb. 

Their willing propagndists in the 
mainstream media have presented 
Iran as posing a real threat to the 
peoples of the Middle East, as if it 
is Iran who is preparing for a war. 
The complete opposite is the case.It 
is these powers and Israel who are 
the warmongers. 

They are now using the occupa- 
tion of the British embassy as 
“proof” of their argument and pres- 
surising the less willing Western gov- 
ernments, like France. Germany, Italy 
and the Netherlands to join them 
in increased sanctions and a near 
breaking off of diplomatic relations, 
So far they have only have recalled 
their ambassadors for “consulta- 
tions”. 

Despite being caught up in the 
Eurozone’s biggest crisis ever the 
December European Union sum- 
mit has onits agenda asa “top item” 
sanctions and war threats against 
Tran. 

The IAEA claims that Iran has 
carried out tests related to the “devel- 
opment. of a nuclear device”. No one 
should be duped by this assertion: 
the “proof” that the agency provides 
is no more trustworthy than the “evi- 
dence” provided in Tony Blair’s 
“dodgy dossier” claiming to prove 
that Iraq had weapons on mass 
destruction. The IAEA allegations 
are simply designed to justify a polit- 
ical objective. 

However, the attack on the British 
emb carried out by the Basij 
militiais no genuine anti-imperialist 
action. If anything it strengthens the 
West’s campaign against Iran. The 
Basiji are reactionary thugs, more 
interested in imposing the rule of the 
dictatoria] regime than mobilising 
opposition to imperialism in Iran and 
abroad. 

This incident will make it much 
easier to push the EU to impose 
more severe sanctions, particularly 
against the financial and indus- 
trial/manufacturing sectors. 





Why the war threat now? 

The EU has expanded an Iranian 
blacklist and the US Senate passed 
a measure that could severely dis- 
rupt Iran’s oil revenue. Whether 
the sanctions will be followed by aer- 
ial bombardment is still open to ques- 
tion — but it is clear that a wing of the 
US, British and Israeli state forces is 


openly preparing the ground far such 
a strike. 

Obama and his shield bearer 
Cameron want to undermine the rel- 
ative independence which oil-rich 
Tran has shown since 1979. They des- 
ignate any regime which obstructs 
their geostrategic interests asa 
“rogue states.” However their pro- 
fessed concern for human rights in 
lranis entirely bogus and any attack 
they launch on it will not serve the 
cause of democracy but of their 
regional domination. 

Ironically Iran’s regional strength 
is in part a product of the US regional 
aggression. The wars against ncigh- 
bouring Lraq and Afghanistan 
removed regimes hostile to Iran. 
Indeed the present Iraqi regime - 
dominated by Shi’a parties is far 
closer to the Iranian regime than was 
saddam Hussein. The US and its 
allies want to end the bad example 
of Iran‘s defiance in the Islamic 
world — and boost the role of Saudi 
Arabia, the Gulf states and Turkey. 
Part and parcel of this plan is to 
remove or at least weaken the Assad 
regime in Syria, since this would 
remove one of the few allics Iran has 
in the Arab world. 

But our picture of the motives 
behind this drive to war would be 
incomplete without understanding 
the threats against Iran as part of the 
increased rivalry between the US 
and the emerging Chinese imperial- 
ism. Just as China tries to build up its 
influence, the US has launched a 
massive diplomatic offensive in the 
Far East - recently with a visit in 
Myanmar (Burma) to improve rela- 
tions with a “Chinese ally”. The 
threat against Iran is a part of this 
inter-imperialist conflict. 

In the current period more aggres- 
sions against countries such as Iran 
are likely because of the struggle to 
re-divide the world. In the end, no 
diplomatic manoeuvres, no “peace 
missions” either by imperialist states 
or the UN wil} remove such threats. 
This can only be done by the action 
of millions — the workers, youth 
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Iranian students storm the British embassy in Tehran 


and the masses mobilised in the dem- 
ocratic revolutions in the Arab world 
and the Occupy Movement. 

Finally, it is not a coincidence 
that the US is entering an election 
year. With huge domestic problems 
at home, President Obama is keen 
to distract attention and focus it else- 
where. If all else fails a good dose 
of Iran-bashing could help him in the 
polls with right-wing voters, along- 
side the assassination of Osama 
Bin Laden as well as the interven- 
tions in Libya and Yemen. 


No sanctions 

Revolutionary communists call on 
the working class around the world 
fo oppose any sanctions against Iran. 
They will only serve to install a more 
pro-imperiatist regime. 

Obama, Cameron and all the other 
leaders who back these sanctions will 
have blood on their hands, as mil- 
lions of ordinary Iranian workers, 
peasants and poor people suffer as 
a result. There is no such thing as 
“smart” sanctions: the aim is to 
turn the people against their gov- 
emment for incurring the wrath of 
the imperialists. 

Therefore we demand the inme- 
diate lifting of all sanctions against 
Tran. 

We reject the right of the Inter- 
national Atomic Energy Agency and 
any other puppet institution to 
“investigate” and judge Iranian pol- 
icy. As long as the US, UK and their 
gendarme in the Middle East, Israel, 
are armed to the teeth with weapons 
of mass destruction, including 
nuclear missiles, it is pure humbug to 
deny Iran's right to arm itself. 

We oppose any war threats and we 
openly support Iran’s right to defend 
itself against any strike by the US. 
Israel, Britain, NATO or other 
regional allies. 

However the defence of Iran 
against the Western imperialist 
threats should not, for one moment, 
mean supporting other imperialist 
powers such as China or Russia. They 
are not “friends of the Iranian peo- 


ple”, but only want to make the coun- 
try their semi-colonial ally, domi- 
nated by their finance capital, serv- 
ing as their geo-strategic and 
economic ally in the region. 

Nor does defence of Iran against 
imperialist threats mean for a minute 
that we give the slightest political 
support to the reactionary Istamist 
regime in Tehran. The different 
factions of the clerical caste only 
express different strategies to estab- 
lish Iran as a regional capitalist 
power. But relatively independent 
as Iran may be when it comes to 
defying the US and its allies; in the 
final analysis its reliance on sell- 
ing oil to one or anther group of 
imperialist blocks dooms it to semi- 
colonial dependence. 

At the same time, the clerical 
regime is based on the vicious 


exploitation of the working class in 
the oilfields and the factories. Faced 
with a growing economic crisis, with 
massive inflation around 20 percent, 
the workers, the poor, women. youth 
and peasants are being made to 
pay for the crisis — just like all the 
other countries. 


Anti-imperialism. 

The Lranian regime, its official and 

secret police and its reactionary semi- | 
fascist Basij hit squads are defend- 

ing the despotic and corrupt regime, 

just as the army and police do in 

Saudi Arabia. Egypt and Syria. 

Of course, sections of the regime 
will play the “anti-imperialist” card 
to generate popular support. 

It has nothing to do with a real 
anti-imperialist policy designed to 
rally and organise the masses of 
workers and the poor, giving support 
to all the uprisings in the Arab world, 
etc, but is a political gamble by a fac- 
tion of the regime in order to 
strengthen its own position, 

AJ this lead to one conclusion: the 
defence of Iran against imperialist 
attack and the rejection of sanctions 
against the country must be a part of 
a broader political strategy aimed at 
the revolutionary overthrow of the 
Iranian regime, the struggle for a 
workers and peasant government to 
repace lhe Muaians and io ivini 
the democratic and social goals of 
the Iranian masses. 

Only such a regime would be a 
reliable bulwark against imperialism 
and Zionism, It would support all the 
popular revolutions and workers 
struggles against the reactionary gov- 
ernments throughout the region. 
Their victories would lay the basis 
for a federation of workers and peas- 
ants’ states ~ a United Socialist States 
of the Middle East. 


A new manifesto 


The working class movement urgently needs 

a new strategy. This manifesto outlines a programme to turn 
resistance into revolution — to unite the fight against austerity and 
social oppression into a direct challenge to the crisis-ridden system 





of capitalism itself. 
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* AUSTERITY BRITAIN 





The growing social crisis in Britain 





John Bowman 





GEORGE OSBOURNE'’S Autumn 
Statement on 29 November 
announced a whole raft of new 
attacks on living standards: capping 
public sector pay rises at one percent, 
slashing 710,000 jobs, confirming the 
rising of the pension age to 67, and 
much more besides. 

But — and perhaps we should have 
come to expect this - the Institute 
for Fiscal Studies said that higher 
income families would receive a 
modest gain from the new govern- 
ment proposals overall, whilst the 
bottom 20 per cent of families would 
stand the most to lose. ‘ 

For those who've suffered the 
worst of the cuts since the Tories got 
to power it is to state the obvious that 
the rich are getting richer, and the 
poor are getting poorer in today’s 
Britain. But this doesn’t make look- 
ing at the extent to which hardship 
and poverty has soared over the last 
18 months any less shocking. 

We discovered, thanks to the 
Office of Budget Responsibility, that 
supposed “scaremongering” from the 
trade unions and the TUC over the 
potential impact of cuts were in 
fact dramatic underestimates. The 
400,000 public sector jobs that we 
were warned could be Jost. is in fact 
likely to be almost doubdie that. When 
the Local Government Association 
looked at the impact of job losses 
in local councils, Eric Pickles first said 
that they were drawn up “an the back 
of a fag packet”. If only they had 
been ~ the truth is that 145,000 coun- 
cil jobs have already been axed as a 
result, devastating the workforce and 
the communities they serve. 

Asid so whilst estimations from the 
OBR on the eve of the N30 strike — 
predicting unemployment at 8.6 per 
cent next year —- made for pretty grim 
reading, it’s worth bearing in mind 





that the reality could be much worse. 
The Office cannot possibly predict 
the impact of an increasingly likely 
Eurozone crisis. or a crash in Chinese, 
Indian or Brazilian markets that may 
yet be on the cards. These are just a 
couple of examples of what could 
happen in such a turbulent world 
where an entire system is in crisis. 


Youth Unemployment 
Some of the most worrying and 
widely publicised statistics have been 


over youth unemployment, and the’ 


number of those not in employment. 
education or training, nicknamed 
‘NEETS’ by the press. 

The taking away of Education 
Maintenance Allowance, the uni- 
versity graduates adding to the job 
centre queues and those not sure 
where to turn after tuition fees were 
tripled is already having an enor- 
mous impact on young people. 

Youth unemployment is now well 


From the Tories’ mouth... 


Edwina Currie on ‘heating versus 
eating’: “| don’t believe people in this 


roreieleicavmecemalllace atm 


Philip Davies MP on pay for those with 
learning difficulties: “My view is that for 
some people the minimum wage might be 
more of a hindrance than a help” 


Greg Barker MP on the cuts: “We are 
making cuts that Margaret Thatcher, back 
in the 1980s, could only have dreamed of... 
this is an unprecedented piece of good 


housekeeping” 


Lord Young: “For the vast majority of 
people in the country today, they have 
never had it so good ever since this 
recession — this so-called recession — 


started” 


fifthinternational.org 





over 1 million, but this figure dis- 
guises the immense regional differ- 
ences between different areas of the 
country, the north of Britain partic- 
ularly hit by public sector and man- 
ufacturing job losses. In Leigh, 
Greater Manchester, there has been 
an.89 per cent rise in youth unem- 
ployment since the general election. 
In Birmingham, it has risen by 50 per 
cent, described as “drifting towards 
disaster” by Labour MP Liam Byrne 
~-4,775 have been unemployed for 6 
months or more. In Leeds. the figure 
is around 60 per cent since January. 

It's no exaggeration that this 
amounts to an unemployment cri- 
sis for young people — and whilst the 
government have unveiled a £1bn 
plan to get youth back to work, no 
scheme will be able help young peo- 
ple into jobs which simply don’t exist. 
With the raising of the pension age 
to 67 denying job vacancies for the 
young, the situation doesn’t look set 
to improve anytime soon — the oppo- 
site looks set to be the case. 


Pension Paverty 
Of course that’s not to say that the 
aged have done well out of Tory 





Britain. Rising fuel costs have pushed 
fuel poverty up by 25 per cent, whilst 
private sector pensions schemes 
changing their measures of inflation 
have left those expecting a modest 
£10,000 pension losing £20,000 
over the course oftheir retirement. 

With more than five million house- 
holds now spending 10 per cent of 
their income on fuel to heat their 
homes after greedy energy giants 
such as British Gas raised prices by 


18 per cent, this is no joke and lives 
will be lost. Last year that figure 
was 25,700. This year it’s likely to be 
much worse, 


The rich 

Contrast this with the vastly increas- 
ing wealth of the rich - the average 
annual salary of the top 100 company 
bosses in London was £4.2 million 
according to a year long study by the 
High Pay Commission. 

The study aiso tracked how many 
times chief executives got paid com- 
pared to their workers. Barclays 
Bank CEO receives 75 times the 
company average, and the head of 
BP, 63 times. 

The pattern is quite easy to sce. 
Those lobbying hardest for “deficit 
reduction” cuts in pensions, pay,jobs 
and public services and increasing 
the cost of living are those who have 
gained and are gaining most from’ 
increasing inequality in Britain over 
the last ten years. 

With Tory ministers considering 
abolishing the SOp tax rate, no won- 
der protesters have been camping in 
financial zones to demonstrate 
against the “1%” and calling for a 
redistribution of wealth. 

The truth is that wealth has been 
redistributed significanuy over the 
last ten vears, accelerating over the 
last eighteen months. The problem 
is thavit's been in the wrong direction. 





Death by poverty: The 
story of Mark and Helen 


After feaving the army, Mark Mullins 
found it difficult to adjust to civifian 
life and find a new job. His wife 
Helen, suffering from learning 
difficulties was going through 
reassessment after reassessment to 
try and claim disability benefits, 
Mark unable to claim carers 
allowance until the assessment was 
approved. 

The Job Centre felt that Helen's 


disabilities meant she was not a job 
seeker’ and tumed her away. The 
result was dire and absolute poverty 
for the couple. Unabie to heat their 
home or use electricity, they kept the 
food they obtained from a soup 
kitchen (a twelve mile watk) in a shed. 

Tragically, after filming a short 
documentary explaining their plight, 
the couple died in a suicide pact at 
the beginning of last month. 





Motormouth’s sinister joke 


ON THE evening of the public sec- 
tor strike Jeremy Clarkson. presen- 
ter from BBCs Top Gear programme 
said he wanted to see all strikers shot 
in front of their families. The BBC 
received over 21.000 complaints from 
members of the public, no doubt 
many of whom had been on strike 
and were paying Clarkson’s wages 
through the TY license. 

Whilst many on the right rushed 
to defend Clarkson's comments as 
a joke ~ it revealed a sinister under 
current in society. No one should 
imagine that Clarkson is alone in 
holding extreme anti-working class 
views (just as he holds strongly racist. 
sexist and anti-environmentalists 
views). and they should certainly not 
be dismissed as merely ‘silly’, as 
Prime Minister Cameron did the day 
after. 

They come from a hatred of work- 


ing class people fighting back that 
right wing prats like Clarkson thrive 
on — the malicious details of being 
shot “in front of their families” 
showed a desire to seriously terrorise 
people, the kind of actions we saw in 
Chile when Pinochet took power and 
slaughtered trade unionists and the 
left. The ‘joke’ is even more repre- 
hensible in that there are many trade 
unionists around the world who lose 
their lives every year for standing up 
to corporations, gangsters and pro- 
market governments. International 
labour organisations report that 101 
were killed in 2009 and 90 in 2010. 

The BBC is reticent to take action 
because of the kind of profits that 
Top Gear generates for them — one 
of their most popular shows which is 
shown in around 100 countries with 
an alleged audience of 350 million 
people ~ it regularly uses crude racist 





humour and has an overt climate 
change denial message which is in 
clear breach of the BBCs guidelines. 
But with it generating so much 
money, the BBC will find any excuse 
to brush the controversies under the 
carpet. 
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* DEBATE 





_Is European social democracy 
in irreversible decline? 


After the defeat of the Spanish Social Democrats - almost every country in western Europe is now ruled by a conservative 
government, writes Dave Stockton. in a time of capitalist crisis, why are the mainstream ‘centre left’ parties doing so badly? . 


TEN YEARS ago the social democ- 
rats were in office in 15 European 
Union countries. One-by-one most 
have lost power. 

Since June three of Europe’s 
remaining “centre-left” governments 
have been ousted: two (Portugal and 
Spain) in elections by right wing par- 
ties, while in Greece the Papandreou 
government was forced out by the 
bond markets and the Troika (the 
EU Commission, European Central 
Bank and IMF). Only in Slovenia, 
Norway and Denmark are there still 
governments headed by social 
democrats, while in a few countries, 
such as Austria, they serve as junior 
partners in coalitions. 

Journalists are puzzled as to why 
the biggest capitalist crisis for 80 
years, with rising popular anger at 
the resulting poverty, unemployment 
and cuts, has seen. the relentless 
retreat of “the left”. Marxists under- 
stand however, that it is not at all the 
case that capitalist crises -- particu- 
larly periods of mass unemployment 
~ automatically produce upsurges in 
the class struggle, et alone election 
victories for reformist parties. 

The trough of the Great Depres- 
sion in the 1930s almost universally 
saw right wing governments in power 
in Europe and North America. Also 
the severe recession at the end of the 
1970s and beginning of the 1980s saw 
Thatcher and Reagan come to power 
and begin the “neoliberal revolu- 
tion”. Why is this? 

The Russian revolutionary Leon 
Trotsky, in his analysis of crisis-torn 
Europe in the 1920-30s, pointed 
out that when capitalism enters a 
major period of crises this upsets the 
social equilibrium of the classes, rad- 
icalising the working class and the 
middle class (the latter to the right 
as well as to the left) and finding its 
expression in the struggles between 
political parties. The resulting defeats 
or victories of these struggles in turn 
affect what will be the response to 
the next challenge. 

If the radicalised working class is 
led by a party not just unready to 
lead the necessary struggle but pre- 
pared also to impose the costs of the 
crisis on the workers and defend cap- 
italism, then workers’ resistance can 
be hampered and they may suffer 
defeat. 

In the present crisis the “centre 
left” parties have implemented 


austerity, hitting their traditional vot- 


ers — the poor, public sector employ- 
ces, precarious workers and pension- 
ers ~ leading to a drop in support and 
fall from office. For nearly a hundred 
years, social democracy, “the party 
that leans upon the workers but 
serves the bourgeoisie” (Trotsky). 
has gone through this process. 
Europe's ruling classes recognise 
they need to put their workers on 


rations if they are to escape from the 
state debt crisis and go on to com- 
pete with the USA and China. Only 
in Germany and France has the last 
two years’ limited economic recov- 
ery allowed them to avoid con- 
fronting their strong working classes, 
but this is coming to an end. 


End of an era 

Social democracy no longer even 
dreams of a return to the happy days 
of the long boom of the 1950-60s 
when the rising tide of capitalist pro- 
duction and wide profit margins 
allowed all boats to rise, with conces- 
sions to the skilled and stable work- 
forces af Northern Europe: the 
“European social model”. 

This era did indeed see a massive 
expansion of social housing, health, 
welfare and education systems, and 
greater opportunities for the unions 
to negotiate steadily rising wages. 
But by the 1970-80s this began to be 
eroded under renewed crisis condi- 
tions for capitalism. 

The relatively weak recovery of 
the globalisation years (1992-2006), 
based on a financially fuelled boom, 
meant Social Democracy experi- 
enced an Iadian Summer in many 
countries. But its reformism was 
markedly different from the post- 
1945 era. 

The Third Way ideology adopted 
by Tony Blair in the mid-1990s or the 
Neue Mitte of Gerhard Schréder 
represented major concessions to 
neoliberal economics. For Blair this 
meant sustaining education, health 
and social services not by taxes on 
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Spanish Socialist Workers' Party (PSOE) - the lastest social democratic party to be thrown out of office 


the corporations or the rich, but a 
huge expansion of credit.“Reforms” 
now meant “freeing up the fabour 
market”, i.e. cutting workers’ rights, 
marketisation and privatisation of 
public services and utilities, tax 
reductions for business and the 
deregulation of finance. In Europe 
this also meant accepting the neolib- 
eral orthodoxies of Maastricht 
Treaty, and the “strong” euro policy 
imposed by the Bundesbank on the 
European Central Bank (ECB). 

Social democracy was able - as 
jong as the financial boom lasted - 
to preserve, to a degree, the historic 
gains of its core electorate (in Ger- 
many industrial workers in the big 
enterprises, in Britain the public serv- 
ices). However it unloaded the 
burdens onto the low paid, casual. 
young or migrant workers. This led 
to repeated outbursts of mass work- 
ing class resistance on the streets in 
France, Germany and Italy, as union 
feaders bowed to pressure from 
below to act. 

Take Germany as an example. 
Schrider became Chancellor in 1998 
in coalition with the Greens. Hopes 
that the SPD. out of power for 16 
years, would restart the process of 
reforms were shattered. Instead a 
series of attacks led in 2003 to 
“Agenda 2010”: tax cuts, lowering of 
pension entitlement and unemploy- 
ment benefit, and freeing up the 
labour market. There had been were 
four million unemployed when 
Schroder entered office — when he 
left in 2005 there were five million. 
Real wages stagnated. 





Ps ay 
Se? ‘e. 


After losing the federal elections 
in September 2005 the SPD contin: 
ued ip coalition. with Angela 
Merkel's centre right Christian 
Democrats. In 2009 it was finally 
ejected from government with its 
lowest vote for nearly a hundred 
years, 23 per cent. Social democ- 
racy réndered great services to Ger- 
man capitalism but at the expense of 
its losing power. 


Paying the price 

The years since the crisis first 
appeared in 2007 have seen defeat 
after defeat for the parties of the 
Socialist International in Europe. 

In Italy in April 2008 the Demo- 
cratic Party suffered a second humil- 
iating defeat at the hands of corrupt 
media billionaire and buffoon Silvio 
Berlusconi. For the first time since 
the era of Mussolini there were no 
deputies in the Italian parliament 
who identified themselves as Com- 
munists. 

Swedish social democracy, with its 
famous welfare state madel, also suc- 
cumbed, despite being the natural 
party of government from [932 
onwards. For the first time in history 
the conservatives won two consecu- 
tive terms in 2006 and, with an 
increased majority, in 2010. 

In the last general election in 2006, 
the Dutch Labour Party lost a quar- 
ter of its core support and finished 
with just over 20 per cent. 

in Hungary in April 2010 the 
neoliberal right wing party Fidesz 
won alandslide two-thirds majority, 
bundling out the Hungarian Social- 





ist Party (MSZP). In 2006 the MSZP 
had gained 42 per cent of the votes 
and 190 MPs; in April 2010 this col- 
lapsed to. 19.3 per cent and 58 seats, 
only a little ahead of the fascist 
Jobbik’s 16.67 per cent and 47 MPs. 

Sigmar Gabriel the present leader 
of the SPD claimed in a recent inter- 
view in Der Spiegel that: 

“We, the Social Democrats, are con- 
vinced that capitalism needs to be 
tamed a second time. The first time 
we achieved that in Germany for 
many decades with the social market 
economy. That is no longer enough. 
Now we need to do it in Europe and 
even globally... This is not about reviy- 
ing the pseudo-alternative of commu- 
nism but about re-conquering the 
social market economy.” 

How he proposes to tame a global 
capitalist tiger — not in a period of a 
long boom but ina “decade of auster- 
ity” - he does not say. 

In fact there is no sign that Francois 
Hollande in France, Sigmar Gabriel 
in Germany or Ed Miliband in Britain 
will fundamentally reverse social 
democracy’s subservience to capital 
or ideological decomposition that 
Lionel Jospin. Tony Blair, and Ger- 
hard Schréder, carried on for so long, 

The credit crunch, the banking cri- 
sis and then the sovereign debt cri- 
sis — the opening phases of a historic 
crisis for capitalism —have damaged 
the European social model beyond 
repair. It has undermined electoral 
support for socia] democratic parties 
and led to a disillusion with politics 
in general, expressed in falling voter 
turnout and cynicism. Among the 
youth in Greece and Italy this has 
led to a growth of anarchism and 
autonomism. 

So can social democracy survive? 
Yes. It still has huge reserves of power 
stemming from its past hegemony 
and its material roots in the trades 
unions and local government — above 
all in the absence of a serious elec- 
toral alternative to it in most coun- 
tries, But can it get back into. govern- 
ment? Ironically this depends on 
something its leaders hate like sin: 
the militant class struggle. 

If the rising tide of resistance to 
the demolition of the social gains 
of the last sixty years results in sus- 
tained general strikes, as happened 
in Tunisia and Egypt this year, 
Europe's conservative governments 
could be brought down. The parties 
that rest on the workers but serve the 
bourgeoisie would be summoned 
once more to perform their role of 
defending the system by diverting 
and frittering away the strength of 
their working class supporters. 

If workers are to prevent another 
round of betrayals, they need to build 
an alternative. in the struggle, for the 
struggle — an anticapitalist revolu- 


tionary party. 
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judges stop our actions 





By Jeremy Dewar 





ELECTRICIANS IN Unite won an 
82 per cent YES vote for strike.action 
apainst Balfour Beatty Engineering 
Services, But within days of the result 
being announced, union officials 


éalled off the strike and agreed tore- 


ballot its members. 

Balfour Beatty had threatened 
to go to a judge to ban the action. 
Unite officialdom, led in this instance 

_ by Bernard McAuley, did not even 
“test a‘judge by having their day in 
cotirt; they just caved in: This marks 


anew low in bowing before ‘the ‘anti- . 


union laws. 


To compound this. unnecessary é 
mistake, Unite has also offered to’ 
take the dispute tothe arbitration _~ 


service ACAS. This not only sends 
the wrong signials:t6 electricians on 


_teached (as opposed to the complete 
withdrawal of the néw contracts), but 
it would mean having to stop any 
form of industrial action. 


Rank and file campaign 

But this conservative cowardice has 
been more than: matched by the 
sparks’ creativity and courage, which 
has been on display by shedloads 
in wechat months. The campaign to 
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Seen crossed. Nevertheless, 


with the union lefts today? 


wakes are s divided by a system of 
‘subcontracting and self- employment 
and the gpsployers operate a vicious 






idvolvigg wilticat strikes. 
“$9 Manchester. for example. the 


Sperks. apily had a couple of contacts 


jifadir Beatty site, yet they put 
picket line. The bosses got wind 
Jad todd all workers they'd be sacked 


with the help of some students, 
they succeeded in getting an unof- 


‘ ficial walkout. When the bosses made 


an example of a couple of sparks and 
sacked them, the militants came back 
and picketed again. In the end, Bal- 
four had to take all workers back on. 

Dozens of similar walkouts have 
taken place. 

Last month the campaign took on 
anew dimension. On 9 November, a 
national demonstration in London 
saw 2,000 sparks roving from site 
to site, Jetting the bosses know they 
weren’t having the new contracts. 
Finally the state intervened, cops 
bludgeoned some of the men and 
kettled them for two hours. 

But the sparks reignited their cam- 
paign on 30 November with more 
demos, this time linking up with civil 
servants on the Health & Safety 
Executive picket line. 


Shut down Balfour 

Now all eyes are on the greedy top 
contractor, Balfour Beatty. Rank and 
file meetings in London, Glasgow 
and Cardiff. originally organised in 
preparation for the officia. strike 
scheduled for 7 December, the day 
Balfour were going to impose new 
contracts hastily organised an unof- 
ficial campaign. 





The Glasgow meeting was the 
most successful and ended with 150 
sparks occupying a Balfour site. But 
all three meetings agreed: the work- 
ers have spoken, with 81.6 per cent 
for action, so the strike is on! 

As lan Bradley of the Rank and 
File Committee told the London 
meeting: 

“On 7 December... we need to get 
not just Blackfriars [Station site] out 
but every Balfour Beatty site out and 
any site of the seven [main contrac- 
tors]. We're going to win this dispute 
by old school methods of building 
rank and file committees.” 

lan is dead right - and the meeting 
agreed wholeheartedly. Leaflets are 
being prepared and a flyposting cam- 
paign organised in preparation for 
the action. A mass picket will be 
launched to try and shut down the 
Blackfriars rail station site. 

The sparks have shown their sal- 
idarity with the students and public 
sector workers. They have buiit up a 
great relationship with Occupy Lon- 
don at nearby St Paul's. Now they 
need the suppor: of the whole move- 
ment to protect their i:velthouds. re- 
establish militant trade unionism on 
the sites and smash the anti-union 
laws. Let's give them everything 
we've gol. 








Simon Hardy and Jeremy Dewar take a critical look at the broad left strategy 


MANY MILITANT trade unionists 
are active in left wing caucuses 
such as United Left (Unite), Left 
Unity (PCS) or the Socialist Teach- 
ers Alliance (NUT). These are 
known as broad lefts They accept the 
existing umion structure as it is, but 
organise lefts to replace the right 
wing in elections. Their strategy is to 
use elections to take over the union. 
. Thé Communist Party pioneered 
the broad'left strategy in the 1960s. 
It is a radically different and coun- 
terpesed to the rank-and file miove- 
ment. . 

The rank and file movement is 
built from below, organising union 
members workplace by workplace, 
with the goal of submitting all offi- 
cials to regular elections, instant 
recall and the Salary of the-average 
‘worker they represent. It-dims to 
transform the unions root and 
branch by.arming workers with class 
struggle tactics to defeat the bosses 
and democratic structures to dissolve 
the bureaucracy. 

Rather than mobilising the forces 
from below to transform the union, 
the broad lett seeks to capture it 
through elections, leaving its struc- 
ture the same as it is today. Rather 
than elections being a means to an 
end, they become an end in them- 
selves, 

The name broad left comes from 


fifthinternational.org 


classical Stalinist popular frontist 
phraseology. It was a product of the 
rapid decline of the Communist 
Party in the 1950s and their desper- 
ate attempts to win support by cre- 
ating alliances with the Labour Party 
initially to combat the growing influ- 
ence of Trotskyist groups. 

Labour Party member Hugh Scan- 
lon was the first to benefit from the 
broad left strategy when the CP 
pulled its own candidate from the 
ballot and mobilised their mem- 
bers to support him. The agree- 
ment was to unite the lefis against 
the rights in the union. 

The bitter fruit of this policy was 
reaped when Scanlon supported the 
Labour government's “social con- 
tract”, accepting pay cuts in return 
for empty promises of jobs that never 
materialised. The militant rank and 
file were disoriented and the strat- 
egy led to an explosion of anger in 
the Winter of Discontent and the 
election of Margaret Thatcher in 
1979. 


SWP’s turn to the broad lefts 

At the time the Socialist Workers 
Party (then called International 
Socialists) were intransigent oppo- 
nents of the broad lefts, building rank 
and file formations around industrial 
bulletins to combat their influence. 
But today it is inconceivable they 


would raise these kind of criticisms 
against the current broad Jefts im 
Unite, the NUT or PCS. 

For example, t,000 union activists 
attended the recent Unite the Resist- 
ance conference organised by the 
SWP. Both Kevin Courtney of the 
NUT executive and Mark Serwotka, 
General Secretary of the PCS, were 
given a platform to outline their strat- 
egy to stop the pensions robbery. 
They argued for another day of 
action in January. Full stop. 

This is hopelessly inadequate and 
flows from these left bureaucrats” 
refusal to think outside the box: i.e. 
their refusal to break with their more 
conservative counterparts in Unison, 
the ATL, ete. Serwotka and Court- 
ney are reformists; they argue that 
unity with the centre-right unions 
is necessary because they have no 
concept of mobilising the rank and 
file of these unions against their mis- 
leaders around a strategy that could 
win. Butif the PCS and NUT did cail 
for more action and the other unions 
refused to join in, their members 
would be seething with anger and 
ready to rebel. 

The SWP leadership knows this. It 
argues in its paper against the dead- 
end strategy of one-day strikes 
staged months apart, confined to the 
narrow issue of pensions. But they 
shy away from criticism of these left 


leaders for fear of “losing influence” 


with them. After all they need them 
to populate the platforms of what- 
ever campaign is being set up next! 


The record of failure 
True, the SWP did criticise General 
Secretary Len McCluskey for sell- 
ing out the Bassa dispute with British 
Airways in May, when they accepted 
an offer indistinguishable from BA's 
original proposal: fewer jobs, worse 
conditions, Jower pay: This led to a 
massive row, in which the SWP was 
threatened with expulsion from UL. 
While the SWP held their ground. 
the threat of expulsion shows just 
how dangerous these broad lefts are 
as they try to silence dissent against 
the left officials when they sell out. 
The fate of the Socialist Party in 
the PCS is even more disastrous. 
With a large number of members on 
the executive, the SP makes great 
play about how much influence it 
has. But influence to do what? The 
PCS strategy of one-day strikes. 


which the SP supports, has seen thou- © 


sands of civil servants lose their jobs. 

In 2005 they accepted a pension 
deal that institutionalised a two-tier 
scheme which saw younger workers 
lose out massively. The SP had prom- 
ised a strike to stop the government's 
plans. In the end their members on 
the leadership meekly accepted the 


deal - despite having a mandate to 
strike, 

Even the Afliance for Workers 
Liberty, which postures left on the 
unions, refused to vote for Jerry 
Hicks in the Unite general secretary 
elections, preferring the broad left 
candidate Len McCluskey. They 
were similarly humiliated when their 
supporter on the CWU executive, 
Pete Keenlyside, voted for the sell 
out deal in 2007. They quietly 
dropped his column from their 
paper, Solidarity. 

These are the problems socialists 
face if they form long-term part- 
nerships with leaders or take lead- 
ing positions in a union which 
remains bureaucratic. Without build- 
ing a substantial grassroots rank and 
file movement to provide an alter- 
native point of pressure, then they 
are bound to be co-opted sooner or 
later. 

The SWP argues: “We want a rank 
and file movement too, but we can’t 
build one now. The left is too weak 
so it would be voluntaristic to try.” 
Intruth, however, broad leftism drags 
the militant rank and file further 
away from such a goal and tics them 
to a strategy that will betray them at 
the pivotal moment. That’s why 
Workers Power fights for a rank and 
file movement now asa crucial part 
of the strategy to defeat the cuts. 
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Markets against| 
the people 


DEMOCRACY: 2011 has been 
dominated by the issue of democ- 
racy, In the Middle East, millions 
have fought for it, believing that it 
offers a route to a better life,a way 
to ensure that society's resources 
are used for the benefit of all. Thou- 
sands have died for it. Yet, in the 
West, where democratic rights have 
long been established, workers have 
found that democracy is no defence 
against unemployment and pay cuts. 
It cannot prevent the imposition 
of unelected governments or even 
guarantee the democratic rights of 
protest and assembly. 

Does this mean that democracy is 
nothing more than an elaborate 
delusion, a way of fooling the great 
mass of the population, while the 
rich laugh all the way to their banks? 
Is democracy, in fact, not worth fight- 
ing for, or defending? 

Socialists have always argued 
against this view. What the year has 
shown is the contradictory nature of 
democratic movements and of 
democracy itself. The fight to over- 
throw repressive regimes, to respect 
the equal rights of all citizens regard- 
less of ethnicity, age, gender or beliefs 
is a hugely emancipatory fight. The 
achievement of basic rights such as 
assembly, organisation, freedom of 
speech and movement, access to 
health, education and housing as a 
right, this can transform the lives of 
millions and create the conditions 
for further progress. 














Private property 

At the same time, democracy, more 
preci liberal” democracy or what 
Marxists call bourgeois democracy, 
is also a barrier to that progress. Such 
democracy declares that all are equal 
in law and in their rights, but it ignores 
the reality of inequality of wealth. 
Indeed, it proclaims the right to pri- 
vate property to be one of its most 
basic rights. That is not just a ques- 
tion of personal property,cars, homes 
and so on. It means that the entire 
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economy, society's means of support- 
ing itself, is also privately owned. 

As a result, those who own the 
dominant sectors of the economy 
are more powerful than any govern- 
ment. The truth of this has been 
demonstrated very forcefully in 
recent months as “the markets”, that 
is those who have the money, have 
removed and replaced governments 
in Greece and Italy. 

Even in more tranquil times, the 
mass of the population have no con- 
trol over the supposedly democratic 
governments. While it grants more or 
less equal voting rights, democracy 
then insists that,once elected,deputies 
or MP's have the right to make their 
own decisions, as they think best. 

That was the mechanism that § 
allowed the governments of Greece 
and Italy to be removed and 
replaced without any vote. The two 
parliaments voted to instal the 
governments that the international 
money markets wanted. It was also 
what allowed the formation of a 
coalition government at Westmin- 
ster that then proceeded to imple- 
ment a programme of austerity and 
privatisation that had never been 
presented to the voters. 

As long as the mass of the popu- 
lation has no means of enforcing the 
redistribution of wealth, controlling 
the use of society's resources or 
removing governments, there can be 
no real “government of the people, 
by the people, for the people”. 

That is why socialists support 
the struggle to achieve and defend 
democratic rights but argue we need 
to go beyond merely formal equal- 
ity to a society in which production 
and distribution are socially owned 
and democratically controlled by the 
producers and consumers them- 
selves, This is why we can't just 
extend liberal democracy, we have 
to replace with a new kind of soci- 
ety — one based on genuine mass 
democracy which has the workers 
at the centre of decision making. 


Not since 1989 has the demand for democracy | 
police and governments are trying to repres 
capitalism and democracy compatible? By Wai 










LIEUTENANT JOHN Pike, the 
police officer who casually “pepper 


tims of police violence like Jody McIn- 
tyre, who was pulled from his wheel- 





sprayed” a line of peaceful protest- 
ers at the University of California's 
Davis campus last month, rapidly 
became an internet phenomenon. His 
image was photoshopped into famous 
paintings and historical moments, pep- 
per-spraying everything and everyone, 
from Socrates to Abraham Lincoln. 
Obviously a lot of people see Pike as 
a sign of the times, the state's refusal 
to tolerate the slightest challenge to 
its power. The nonchalance of the Pep- 
per Spraying Cop reveals not only his 
own belief that he is above the law but 
also the extent to which the police are 
already a paramilitary force. 

Nor is that a purely US develop- 
ment. Last year's student protests in 
Britain gave rise to a public debate on 
police brutality and the nature of vio- 
lence. While media focused on the graf- 
fiti and broken windows of the Treas- 
ury, activists pointed out the terrifying 
images of dozens of mounted police, 
charging into unarmed teenagers; 
police medics using truncheons on 
demonstrators and the general 
assumption that the police have the 
right to use whatever force they like 
against protesters and media alike. Vic- 



















Who rules 


TWENTY YEARS ago, Western 
leaders and propagandists used to 
argue that, if the peoples of the 
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe 
wanted democracy, they had to rein- 
troduce a market economy. Free- 
dom, it was said, meant both free 
speech and free markets, the two 
things went together. 

Today, it is clear that the only 
people who are free in a free mar- 
ket are those with money — what 
can you get in a market if you have 
no money? And the more money you 
have, the freer you are to have what 
you want. 

The role of Goldman Sachs, one of 
the biggest investment banks in the 
world, in the developing eurocrisis 
reveals what this means in practice. It 
is now widely recognised that the ori- 
gin of the crisis lay in the ability of the 
Greek government to amass huge 
debts that were not visible in the gov- 


Europe? 


ernment's accounts between 1998 and 
2009. The debts were systematically 
hidden via an accounting procedure 
developed by Goldman Sachs in con- 
junction with the Greek Central Bank 
whose head, for part of that time, was 
Lucas Papademos — that is the same 
man who was recently imposed on the 
Greek people as their prime minister, 

At this time, the Managing Direc- 
tor of Goldman Sachs International 
was Mario Draghi, who went on to 
become the Governor of the Bank 
of Italy in 2006 before becoming the 
President of the European Central 
Bank in November 2011. To com- 
plete the picture, Mario Monti, now 
prime minister of Italy, as well as 
finance minister, was previously an 
international adviser to Goldman 
Sachs, while Petros Christodoulou, 
who is head of Greece's debt man- 
agement agency, is also a former 
Goldman Sachs employee. 


































































chair by a police snatch squad, and 
Alfie Meadows, beaten so hard he 
needed emergency brain surgery, 
became household names and spokes- 
people for a movement against increas- 
ingly heavy-handed policing of what 
had been peaceful demonstrations. 


International clampdown 
Popular outrage, however, has not 
been enough to stop police brutality 
as the automatic governmental 
response to the anti-austerity move- 
ment across the world. New York's 
mayor, Michael Bloomberg, went so 
far as to say that he had his “own army 
in the NYPD”. This tells us a lot, 
perhaps more than was intended. 
Generally, armies are trained to 
fight a foreign foe, their extreme 
violence is justified by their supposed ‘ 
defence of the “folks back home”.The Officer John Pike takes on peaceful prote 
police are different, they are trairted 
to defend the existing social order, 
basically, the rights of property own- 
ers. That is why, for them, the major- 
ity of citizens, especially those with no 
property, are all potential “criminals”. 
For Mayor Bloomberg's army, the 
enemy can only be the poorer citizens 


























of New York. 

The ‘total policing’ tactic introduced 
by the Met, with hundreds more offi- 
cers mobilised and authorised to-use 
rubber bullets, restrictions on the dura- 
tion of public assemblies time and 
Home Secretary Theresa May's ban 
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ers with painful pepper spray 


demosin six London boroughs, are 
part of the same pattern. They are 
part of the bourgeoisie's pre- 
bptive repression of those about to 

ent. With the pay gap increasing 
Victorian levels and youth unem- 
byment breaching one million, it is 





not surprising that the Coalition 
government has been quick to unleash 
such authoritarian measures This sum- 
mer's riots were a glimpse into a future 
in which government imposed poverty 
is virtually guaranteed to provoke 
resistance on the streets. So, while the 
Occupy pacifist movement grows, the 
police flex their muscles, practice their 
strategies and prepare to repress any 
threats to capitalism's survival. 


Hypocrisy : 
The West is a place of double stan- 
dards. Third World dictatorships are 
criticised for their despotic regimes 
but, in "Western democracies', the use 
of ‘undercover agents’, who would be 
called secret police or agents provo- 
cateurs, anywhere else, is legitimate. 
If, for Cameron and Merkel, Obama 
and Papademos, “defence of democ- 
racy” means the criminalisation of 
those who oppose condemning mil- 
lions to utter destitution, then peace- 
ful dissent will not suffice. 
Demonstrators who face attack by 
police using truncheons, pepper spray, 
CS gas, tasers and horses have every 
Tight to take steps to defend themselves 
whether with face masks, body armour 
or banner poles — but more is needed. 


Above all, demonstrations, pickets and 
occupations need organised self- 
defence — and that requires collective 
organisation, in advance. 

The lesson of the last 12 months, 
even in the “democratic” countries, 
is that all attempts to make use of dem- 
ocratic rights to oppose austerity pro- 
grammes and increased exploitation 
will be met by state violence. All 
demonstrators need to recognise 
this but, above all, the leaderships of 
organisations which call and organise 
demonstrations and strikes have a 
responsibility to prepare their defence. 
This means training teams of stewards 
as well as educating rank and file 
members in the best means of protect- 
ing themselves and others. 

All the economic indicators, even 
all the political commentators, point 
to a deepening crisis in the coming 
year. The state forces are already 
preparing for increasing protests 
and confrontations. Their goal is to 
defend the wealth of the wealthiest, 
to ensure the transfer of even more 
wealth to the wealthiest, in short, to 
maintain capitalism — the victims of 
that system, however, cannot limit 
themselves to defence of what they 
have, or had. The fight to defend jobs 
















THE CONDEM government and 
their friends in the police are stepping 
up their attacks on civil liberties and 
the right to protest. Before the 9 
November student demonstration, 
activists were sent letters warning 
them of the “consequences” of going 
on the demo and the impact that crim- 
inal convictions could have on their 
futures. At the same time, the new 
) Metropolitan Police Commissioner, 
Bernard Hogan-Howe, ensured wide 
publicity for his decision to authorise 
the use of plastic bullets on protes- 
tors. The message was clear: stay away 
from protests or face police brutality. 

Even more extreme is the pro- 
posal to effectively ban protest dur- 
ing the London Olympics in 2012. 
A contract worth £100 million has 
been awarded to’G4S to provide a 
force of 21,000 private security 
guards to keep everyone under con- 
stant surveillance. This is the same 
company that may face corporate 
manslaughter charges over the 
death of Angolan deportee Jimmy 
Mubenga, who collapsed ona flight 
after their security guards heavily 
restrained him. 
Worse, powers have been granted 
to allow people's homes to be raided 
and materials confiscated during the 
Olympics. Supposedly this is to pre- 
vent “breaches of advertising rules”, 
but the real purpose is shown by the 
inclusion of “non-commercial mate- 
rials” - this is a licence to suppress 
all political protest, anyone raising 
political slogans could face raids on 
their homes and prosecution 

After the criticism levelled at the 
undemocratic attitude of the Chi- 
nese government at the last Olympic 
games this smacks of hypocrisy, Jus- 
tifications for the proposed ban cen- 








“Occupy St Pauls” style protest — 
despite these having being over- 
whelmingly peaceful. 

Meanwhile Occupy Wall Street in 
the US was violently closed down by 
the New York Police Department. 
The forcible evacuation was ordered 
by Mayor Bloomberg supposedly on 
“public health” grounds. Yet this 
directly contradicts the First Amend- 
ment of the US constitution, which 
enshrines the fundamental right to 
freedom of assembly. 









Further attacks proposed 

The Home Office is now consulting 
on even more attacks on our civil lib- 
erties. Police officers already have the 
power to demand the removal of 
any item they believe is worn “wholly 
or mainly” to conceal identity. At the 
moment, this only applies if a senior 
officer has given an authorisation 
across a locality. Freedom of Informa- 
tion requests have shown that these 
powers are already over-used in some 
urban areas, both for this purpose and 
for allowing stop and searches where 
there are no other grounds to sus- 
pect the individual. The new proposal, 
currently under consultation, would 
give any officer the power to demand 
the removal of a covering. 

The supposed justification is that 
the current requirement for an 
authorisation “can cause bureau- 
cratic delays and can hinder police 


























The law against 
the people 


tre on fears of the continuation of 




























































response to mass disorder.” 

What both the proposals and the 
existing powers ignore is that there 
are legitimate reasons for activists or 
otHers to cover their faces. This 
includes the filming of protestors by 
police surveillance operations such 
as the Forward Intelligence Team. 
These have no legal basis and are used 
to gather intelligence about protes- 
tors, including those with no criminal 
convictions. Even if police powers 
were removed, protestors would still 
face the threat of fascist and far 
right monitoring sites such as Red 
Watch, which publish photographs 
with a view to intimidating activists. 

The Home Office is also consid- 
ering introducing the power to 
impose curfews. Again, the police 
already have broad powers in this 
area, including the designation of 
localities as “dispersal zones” and 
the power to direct an individual 
aged 10 or over to leave any area 
and not return for up to 48 hours. 
Now, the supposedly “unprece- 
dented” nature of the riots in August 
2011 is being used to argue for an 
extension of these powers, up to and 
including full curfews over a given 
area, meaning no-one is allowed on 
the streets. 

The riots were not caused by too 
few police powers but by police vio- 
ence alienation and poverty —nei- 
ther were they unprecedented. They 
should not be used as a reason to 
scrap the basic right of freedom of 
movement, or to make the streets of 
London look like Gaza. 

The Tories have talked for years 
about opting out of the Human Rights 
Act (which brings the European Con- 
vention of Human Rights into UK 
aw), but this is currently vetoed by 
their coalition partners. In response, 
the Justice Minister, Ken Clarke, is sug- 
gesting an “opt out” from those parts 
of Act that can be used to stop depor- 
tations on human rights grounds. 

The HRA is constantly subject 
to attacks by politicians and right 
wing rags, most recently in Teresa 
May’s ridiculous claims that an ille- 
gal immigrant “could not be 
deported” because he had a pet 
cat. While this has been revealed as 
untrue, the government still believes 
that people should not be able to 
oppose deportation on human rights 
grounds. Mr Clark proposes to drive 
through a new deal in 2012. 

What the right wing lies wilfully 
ignore is the fact that, where individ- 
uals are convicted of a crime, they 
have already served time for it in 
prison before deportation is consid- 
ered. They should not be punished 
twice merely because they did not 
happen to be born in the UK. What 
makes it worse is the Home Office's 
completely unrealistic views about 
countries that are “safe” for asy- 
lum seekers to return to. Together 
with a culture of disbelief in the UK 
Border Agency, this meant that in 
2007, only 19 per cent of asylum 
applicants were successful. 

Human rights grounds are one of 
the few gateways for vulnerable indi- 
viduals to prevent deportation; the 
attacks on this most vulnerable sec- 
tion are attacks on us-all. 
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Radicalising the US 
workers’ movement — 


Extract from Workers Power US 
conference document 
www.workerspower net 


BEGINNING IN late September 
with only a few dozen activists in New 
York City (NYC), the Occupy Wall 
Street (OWS) movement changed 
the mood dramatically. Tens of thou- 
sands demonstrated, marched, 
protested, and occupied public and 
private spaces against the bank 
bailouts, joblessness and worsening 
poverty for millions - taking its cue 
from the Arab Spring occupations. 

One of the central popular slogans 
of OWS is “We are the 99 per cent”. 
Like in other countries, the main US 
political parties of big capital were 
making the 99 per cent pay for the 
crisis, while the organised labour 
movement (such as the AFL-CIO) 
did not stand up to the gauntlet 
through down by the capitalists. 
Because there was no mass politi- 
cal partly ready at hand to take up 
their demands and fight for their 
needs, the masses had to mobilise 
in the form of spontaneous mass 
action to make their voices heard. 

Occupations sprang up city after 
city. From NYC and Chicago to 
Los Angeles and beyond. The high 
point (so far) came on 15. October, 
when a global day of action rocked 
the world’s capitals and lifted the 
fighting capacity and spirit of mil- 
lions suffering at the hands of the I 
per cent. The strength and wide- 
spread nature of these actions and 
widespread character gives hope that 
a new global anti-capitalist move- 
ment is on the rise. 

Despite the subsequent repression 
by the police. this new movement is 
a positive and progressive develop- 
ment, which can potentially radi- 
calise a new layer of people and 
launch a generalised fight back 
against austerity. This is particu- 
larly the case if the dynamism of the 
youth and student struggies.can fuse 
with the trade unionists and work- 
ing class communities ~ as we saw 
in Wisconsin earlier in the year. This 
interaction could promote the radi- 
calisation of the unions themselves. 
In this sense, if we can link the anti- 
capitalists with the rank and file of 
the unions have the potential to rein- 
force and develop the struggles of 
the other to a higher level. 


US in the global economy 

The G20’s failure to agree plans to 
arrest the economic volatility plagu- 
ing Europe at its recent meeting in 
France and the relative irrelevance 
of the US's participation under- 
scored the fact that the US is losing 
its primacy in world politics. 

Since the beginning of 2011, dra- 
matic changes in the world situation 
have ES t US imperialism on the 
det he Middle East and 
North Africa. regimes in the serv- 






































ice of US banks and multinationals 
have fallen one after another as a 
result of mass democratic revolutions 
and uprisings. In the oil-rich Gulf, 
long-standing clients of US imperi- 
alism’s “War on Terror” - Saudi Ara- 
bia, Yemen and Bahrain - have also 
witnessed militant protests and 
demonstrations. 

Ic was the size. intensity, growth, 
and spread of the mass revolution- 
ary democratic movements that com- 
pelied the US to shift policy. Cham- 
pioning the revolutions and struggles. 
and supporting them materially and 
politically. became absolutely requi- 
site in ensuring that whatever gov- 
ernmental entity emerged once the 
uprisings were over would be 
bebolden to the US, seek out 
favourable trade deals, and continue 
the already established relationship. 

In Central Asia, the US has dam- 
aged its relationship with Pakistan, 
one of its long-time strategic allies. 
The recent actions of the CIA - 
particularly in killing Osama Bin 
Laden without notifying the Pakistan 
government - have prompted Pak- 
istan to move closer to China. 

Afghanistan continues to remain 
a pressing concern. The military 
occupation to repress the Islamist- 
led national resistance to US impe- 
rialism’s puppet regime is forced to 
continue and shows no signs of end- 
ing, despite plans to withdraw US 
troops by 2014. 

The US’ sabre-rattling against [ran 
and its supposed nuclear-weapons 
programme has flared up again, and 
this time has received greater support 
from other Western nations. This 
appears to be nothing more than a 
devised distraction from the problems 
associated with the global economy. 
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ing presidential campaign, which will 
have to address the realities of the 
American situation: economically, 
politically and militarily. 


‘The US workers’ movement 

After the mass mobilisations, Wis- 
consin’s recall election expressed the 
deeply divided character of the state 
and country: split almost 50-50 
between support for the workers’ 
organisations and for Governor Scott 
Walker's reactionary anti-union 
agenda. The results proved just 
how important it was to take the 
struggle forward to a general strike 
and to not rely on a passive elec- 
tion campaign to empower ‘labour- 
friendly’ Democrats. 

The balance of class forces since 
then has shifted in the proletariat’s 
favour with the advent and growth 
of the Occupy Movement. On the 
West Coast, the International Long- 
shore and Warehouse Union 
(ELWU) joined up with Occupy Oak- 
land in resistance to police violence, 
racism and the 1 per cent. Unions all 
across the US have expressed soli- 
darity with the occupations, as rank 
and file members got involved. 

Now there needs to be a militant. 
national working class response to 
the bosses’ attacks, organised by the 
unions and in coordination with 
OWS and the masses of working 
people. We need to build a strong 
working class response to the *bi-par- 
tisan’ super-austerity committee's 
«plans to slash $1.5 trillion (addi- 
tional) in social welfare over the next 
10 years. This wil] likely include his- 


fact that they have already provoked 
such mass mobilisations, demonstra- 
tions, and economic strikes of work- 

ers and youth in over a generation is 

testament to the possibility that 

we've only just witnessed the begin- 

nings of a new mass movement 

against capitalism. 

Recent struggles have shown, how- 
ever. the unwillingness of labour lead- 
ers to advance the courageous resist- 
ance to austerity. Wisconsin showed 
that when the door is shut to them, 
they are left with no choice but to 
fight - principally to defend their own 
caste privileges, power and prestige. 
The bureaucracy is, however, still fun- 
damentally opposed to leading the 
unions and working class in a more 
sustained and militant defence of 
workers’ needs and demands. 

Nevertheless, these conditions 
present opportunities for revolution- 
aries. We need to exacerbate the 
political and economic antagonisms 
at work for the purposes of coa- 
lescing those forces that see the need 
for independent working class polit- 
ical representation. 


Stagnation and the Elections 
Aside from the fleeting success of 
some sectors - e.g. durable goods 
manufacturing - the US economy has 
been unable to pull itself out of a pro- 
longed GDP slump. The housing mar- 
ket remains weak and. unstable. 
Millions remain out of work, are 
semi-employed but live below the 
poverty line, or have dropped 
entirely off the government's radar. 
Official government figures put the 


_ are roughly 46 million people in - 
“othe US living in poverty, It is quite 
probable that, like unemployment, 


_winning the support of US firtance. 


> the Demdcrats have been unable to 







unemployment rate at about 9 per 
cent, but only about 5 per cent of the 
unemployed are accounted for in 
these statistics, The real figure is 
probably 20-25 per cent, and much: 
higher for African Americans and 
ethnic minorities. , 
Poverty levels have hit an alltime. 
high - over 15.1 -per cent:The US. . ° 
-Census Bureau reported that- there 





such statistics'do not reflect thé: ‘Teal- 
ity that confronts us. 

Neither party has been’ able to. 
resolve'the economic'impasse. The” 
Repyblicans’ plans come downto lit 
tle more than sweeping spending 
cuts, tax breaks forthe righ and fewer 
environmental arid labour-regula®: : 
tions Yet, this staunch: neoliberal 


agenda is woefully shoit signed. By 


resorting to such measures to, restore 
conditions for profitable accumula- 
tion, thé: most right-wing sections of 


~ tie American politicak elite sow 
the seeds for harsher, long: lasting : 


slowdowns in the future. 
Due to their financial and political 
connectiors-iand" theit.relia ni 


pital in’ the forthcoming élections. 
























come up with a programmatic alter- 
native to the jobs and economic cri- 
sis beyond what is commonly 
referred to-as “austerity lite” or 
“Republican junior”. Hopes that the 
Obama administration would imple- 
ment a new “New Deal” went out the 
window after his party's routing dur- 
ing the mid-terms. Recognising that 
his job was in jeopardy, Obama swung 
rightwards to appease and win over 
the middle ground and big businesses, 
which are both so crucial to win- 
ning elections in the US today. 

It is Apparent that the current sit- 
uation cannot go on indefinitely, 
From:the rise of the Tea Party to 
the previous mass working class 
and youth mobilisations in Wiscon- 
sin, Qhio, Indiana; and Michigan, to 
the emergence of the Occupy move- 
ment, the ground is beginning to 
quake: , 

For socialists in, the US, it is a:piv- 
otal time to be arguing for-our po: 
ties. We must reachout.and win over © 
those tadicalised sections of the 
working class and youth who realise 
that there is no way out in the pres- 
ent circumstances other:than class 
war and revolution. We need to pro- 
vide battle tactics and’a Coherent 
strategy that can overcome the cri- 
sis of leadership and propel the 
working class movement forward by 
building, deepening,and connecting 
militant struggles. We need to found 
a revolutionary party that will lead 
the masses in social revolution, put 
an end to the crisis-ridden system of 
capitalism, and begin the construc- 
tion of a new socialist world. 
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* SYRIAN REVOLUTION 











The dangers posed by 


foreign intervention 


The future of Syria is being fought out town by town as the resistance grows against Assad’s regime. Marcus Halaby looks 
at how imperialist governments are doing all they can to conservatise and control the Syrian revolution. 


THE SYRIAN opposition, both 
domestic and abroad, remains deeply 
divided on'the three issues that will 
decide the fate of Syria's revolution: 
on negotiations with the regime, the 
role of armed force, and the risk of 
foreign intervention. 

Eight months of unremitting vio- 
jence from President Bashar al- 
Assad’s regime has killed around 
4,000 peaple. November has proven 
the deadliest month with 950 killed 
as the Ba'ath regime viciously fights 
the growing revolt. As writer Amal 
Hanano puts it, only in Syria does 
someone go “to a funeral of a man 
who was killed at a funeral of a 
man who was killed at a funeral of 
aman who was a protester.” Yet this 
violence has failed.to subdue the rev- 
olution, and resulted in up to 20,000 
soldiers deserting or defecting to the 
side of the people, protecting civil- 
ian protests with whatever arms they 
have, and taking shelter in the rev- 
olutionary districts of Homs, Rastan 

.. and other towns. 

We should welcome this develop- 
ment. This is the stuff that revolu- 
tions are made of: the repressive 
apparatus of the state fracturing 
under the pressure of the masses, 
as its personnel turn their guns on 
their officers and, if need be, their 
own former comrades-in-arms. 

The most visible wing of this move- 
ment, at least in the West, has been 
the emergence of the rebel “Free Syr- 
ian Army” (FSA), nominally led 
from exile in Turkey by the defected 
former air force colonel Riyad al- 
As’ad. Its members can be seen in 
numerous videos on the internet, 
publicly listing their names and civil- 
ian occupations, displaying their now- 
defunct military identity cards, 
declaring their dissidence from what 
they disparagingly call “[president 
Bashar] al-Assad’s army”, and 
threatening to put on trial after 
Assad’s overthrow those who do not 
join them in rejecting his regime’s 
crimes. 

They claimed responsibility for an 
attack on the air force intelligence 
base in the Damascus suburb of 
Harasta.on.16 November, although 
Riyad al-As’ad denied the FSA’s 
involvement in an attack on the 
headquarters of the ruling Ba’th 
party four days later. 

Ttis not unusual for revolutionary 
movements to include lower and 
middle-ranking officers. The pres- 
sure of the masses on the men under 
their command will affect them also, 
and they can provide much needed 
military expertise to the struggle. 

However, we must recognise that 
the defected officers’ political lead- 
ership of this soldiers’ movement 
also creates dangers for the revolu- 
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tion, The first is that their current 
strategy, of isolated hit-and-run 
attacks on regime targets, is largely 
at odds with that of the mass move- 
ment, which has preferred to main- 
tain peaceful protests precisely in 
order to win aver the mass of the 
army. One story that has passed into 
legend has it that demonstrators in 
Darayya, a smal] town in the Dam- 
ascus countryside, threw empty plas- 
tic water bottles containing flowers 
and written messages at the army, 
prompting the shamefaced soldiers 
to retreat ~ although not the regime's 
unofficial thugs. 


A peaceful revolut 
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Indeed, it is the regime that has 
consciously militarised its conflict 
with the people, with the intention 
of frightening the Christian and 
Alawi minorities, and the Sunni Mus- 
lim middle class, with the prospect 
of Jraq-style sectarian chaos and civil 
war. The very scale of the military 
defections shows that this bloody 
self-sacrifice on the part of the rev- 
olutionary youth and urban poor has 
not been entirely in vain, although 
we have yet to see detéctions of 
whole units with their materiel and 
chain of command intact. 

However, acting separately from 
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the mass movement, the FSA and sim- 
ilar guerillaist groups can only adopt 
tactics that provide the regime with 
an irritant. as well as with fuelling 
the its long-standing propaganda that 
the revolution is really a conspiracy 
of foreign-backed “armed gangs”. 
Worse still, barring a real split in the 
army, this leaves their military effec- 
tiveness hostage to Turkey, the con- 
servative Arab Gulf states, and the 
Western imperialist powers. As in 
Libya, these vultures will want to exact 
a heavy price for any self-interested 
“support” that they provide to Syria’s 
revolution, and they will be selective 
about who and what they support. 

Almost as if to prove this point, 
Riyad al-As’ad has called on “the 
international community” to provide 
“protection” in the form of “a no-fly 
zone, a buffer zune and strikes on 
certain strategic targets considered 
as crucial by the regime”. 

At the time of writing. direct exter- 
nal military intervention remains 
unlikely, not least because Israel, US 
imperialism’s most important 
regional ally. regards the downfall of 
its erstwhile Syrian Ba'thist enemy 
as an existential threat. Amos Gilad, 
an Israeli defence ministry official, 
has stated that Assad’s downfall 
would be a “devastating crisis” for 
Israel, bringing with it the threat of 
an “Islamic Empire” taking in Egypt 
and Jordan. China and Russia also 
support the Assad regime and are 
uncooperative after their imperial- 
ist rivals’ used the UN no fly zone in 
Libya to advange their own interests. 


The Syrian opposition to Assad 

Even so, French foreign minister 
Alain Juppe has described the Istan- 
bul-based Syrian National Council 
(SNC), led by Paris-based academic 
Burhan Ghalioun. as a “legitimate 
interlocutor with which we will con- 
tinue to work”, and has echoed 
Riyad al-As’ad's call for a “secured 
zone to protect civilians”. UK for- 
eign minister William Hague has also 
met SNC representatives in London, 
and has sent Frances Guy, the for- 
mer UK Ambassador to Lebanon, 
to meet Syrian exiles in Paris. 

The “radical” SNC, mainly com- 
prising exiled Islamists and bourgeois 
liberals, is formally opposed to for- 
eign intervention. But Ghalioun 
appears happy to play the role of 
an interlocutor with Western and 
Arab diplomats and politicians, 
promising to cut Syria’s ties to Iran 
and Hezbollah in the event of 
“regime change”. Individual SNC 
figures like US-based academic Rad- 
wan Ziadeh, and SNC affiliates like 
the Muslim Brotherhood and the lib- 
eral ‘Damascus Declaration” group- 
ing. have edged ever closer to open 





calls for intervention, and now sup- 
port calls for sanctions like those 
imposed by the Arab League on 27 
November. 

The SNC’s principal rival, the 
“reformist” Damascus-based 
National Coordination Committee 
for Democratic Change (NCC), 
mainly comprises leftist and Kurdish 
parties. It has a much stronger stance 
against foreign intervention than the 
SNC, with its spokesman Hassan 
Abdel Azim rejecting both the sus- 
pension of Syria’s membership of the 
Arab League on 17 November and 
the imposition of a no fly zone, on 
the grounds that “the people and not 
the deposed regime will pay the 
price” for it. The NCC has ruled 
out direct negotiations with the 
regime until its cessation of violence 
and the release af political prison- 
ers. Azim has stated he “trusted” the 
Arab League's central role in nego- 
tiations and advocates an “Arab solu- 
tion” - yet as sanctions show, the 
Arab League’s pro-Western, unde- 
mocratic governments can play a 
front rele tor imperialism to achieve 
its goals. 

The NCC is alarmed by the 
prospect of the “militarisation”™ of 
the struggle, instead looking to the 
example of Yemen, where the rev- 
olution continued for ten months 
“without the people using weapons”, 
even though weapons are available 
in Yemen “in all houses and streets”. 
But in Yemen the struggle has 
dragged on since January without 
conclusion. 

In any case. both the SNC and 
the NCC lag behind the real forces 
on the ground, which are hostile both 
to intervention and to negotiations. 
The Local Coordination Commit- 
tees in Syria (LCCS) — probably 
the body most representative of 
activists in Syria — have welcomed 
the sanctions but declared “the 
Syrian people do not want to substi- 
tute authoritarian rule by submission. 
to foreign influence”. This certainly 
reflects the voice of the Syrian street. 
The newly organised Syrian Leftist 
Revolutionary Current goes further, 
rejecting any military role for 
“NATO or other reactionary forces 
from the Arab States”. 

The very fact that Turkey, the con- 
servative Arab regimes, the United 
States and the Ruropean imperi- 
alisms are now trying to influence 
events in Syria, after months of let- 
ting its people bleed, is a reflection 
of the courageous, sustained insur- 
gency of the Syrian people. But the 
risk is that without a change in rev- 
olutionary strategy, exile groups like 
the ISA and SNC could broker a 
deal with imperialism above their 
heads and without their consent. 
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% EGYPTIAN REVOLUTION 





The threat of counter-revolution 
grows as Islamists make gains 


The magnificent Egyptian revolution is in danger of defeat, warns Dave Stockton 


NOVEMBER HAS proved to be 
another crucial month for the Egypt- 
ian revolution. Once again hundreds 
of thousands packed Tahrir Square. 
Many more were mobilised in 
Alexandria, Suez, Mahalla al-Kubra 
and elsewhere. Once again bloody 
clashes left demonstrators dead, forc- 
ing the resignation of the Prime Min- 
ister and his cabinet. 

But the demands of the demon- 
strators that Ficld Marshall 
Mohamed Hussein Tantawi resign 
and the Supreme Council of the 
Armed Forces (SCAF) immediately 
make way fora civilian “government 
of national salvation” were not 
conceded. Instead another military 
appointed government, under Kamal 
al-Ganzouri, was imposed. 

Despite the huge mobilisations no 
tangible gains have been won. 

Far more ominous are the results 
of the first stage of parliamentary 
elections. According to Al Jazeera, 
there were huge gains for the 
counter-revolution. The Freedom 
and Justice Party ~ the political front 
for Muslim Brotherhood —- has 
apparently won around 40 per cent 
of the vote, while the Nour Party. a 
coalition of Salafist organisations, 
took about 25 per cent. The Egypt- 
ian Bloc - an alliance of liberals - 
seems to have gained 15 per cent. In 
another litmus test of counter-rev- 
olution, no women are reported to 
have won seats in this round. 

Since the ousting of Hosni 
Mubarak in February it has become 
ever clearer that a democratic rev- 
olution. which leaves power in the 
hands of the generals of the old 
regime has not achieved its decisive 
goal. Even if the military appointed 
government were to be replaced 
by an [slamist dominated one or 
even a “national salvation front” 
comprising the Brotherhood, the lib- 
erals and maybe a few token rep- 


“resentatives of the youth organisa- 


tions that led the Tahrir Square 
mobilisations, this would not alter 
the fact that the demands of the 
democratic revolution that matter 
mast to workers, youth and women 
would be sidelined if not completely 
abandoned. The limited democratic 


freedoms in Egypt have existed - 


solely due to mass mobilisations and 
strikes. 


The recent struggles 
The latest wave of revolutionary 
action on the streets began on the 
weekend of 19 November when 
demonstrators were brutally 
attacked by riot police atter they 
tried to set up camp in Tahrir Square. 
Thousands more arrived and even- 
tually retook and occupied the 
square against the full might of the 
police, 
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in the fighting. Demonstrators 
wielded stones and Molotov cock- 
tails against the plastic bullets, buck- 
shot and live rounds of the police. 
The repressive actions of the mil- 
itary and their blatant attempts to 
constitutionally entrench their power 
reignited the mass movement that 
made up the February revolution. 
More than 12.000 civilians have been 
dragged before military tribunals 
since the fall of Mubarak ~ more that 
the total who faced such tribunals 
during his entire 30-year dictator- 


- ship. Many are stil languishing in 


prison camps. 

A sinister development has been 
repeated attempts to foment reli- 
gious hatred against Egypt’s Cop- 
tic Christian community. There are 
good reasons to believe the mili- 
tary — not just the Salafists — are 
behind this. 

On 9 October, during a mass 
demonstration by Copts against 
the burning of a church in Upper 
Egypt, security forces - using heavy 
armoured personnel carriers — 
crushed several people to.death. Live 
bullets were also used. In the end 25 
demonstrators were dead and 300 
injured. State-run television organ- 
ised a pogrom in support claiming 
Copts had attacked the army. Asa 
result gangs armed themselves with 
clubs and knives, beating up and even 
killing protesters. 

Then at the beginning of Novem- 
ber the government released draft 
proposals for the new constitution, 
which would guarantee a supervi- 
sory role for the military whatever 
thé outcome of elections. The armed 
torces and its budget would be com- 
pletely exempted from civilian 
control. 

However this was an inept move 
by Tantawi. It sparked protests not 
only from the labour movement and 
the left but also alienated the Mus- 
lim Brotherhood. A full-blown mil- 
itary counter-revolution might rob 
them of the influence and power they 
hope to win by clections. The Mus- 
lim Brotherhood does not rule out 
close collaboration with the SCAF 
— indeed they have sought it since 
February — but they cannot afford to 
be seen as, let alone be mere puppets 
of Tantawi and co. 

The reaction to the SCAF propos- 
als was particularly strong from the 
Islamist youth movements — a num- 
ber of which have been expelled 
from the MB for daring to demand 
more youth candidates on the lists. 
This radicalisation of the Islamist 
youth — including some of the 
Salafists - around democratic slogans 
represents a development the left 
needs to take advantage of. Not of 
course by adapting to their anti-dem- 
ocratic demands for religious law but 
by winning them toa united front in 
defence of democratic rights for all 
including women. Christians. ete.) 
crests af workers 










Protesters in Tahrir square tn November faced violence as tensions rose in the run up to the elections 





The election result could give the Islamists 
renewed confidence to unleash a 
crackdown on the left and the militant 
vanguard of the workers. 





Working class action needed 

On 29 November the Revolutionary 
Association of Textile Workers 
addressed a proposal to the Tahrir 
Square occupiers, proposing they 
elect popular revolutionary councils 
and committces as a counterweight 
to the elections. They clearly recog- 
nise the danger that the Muslim 
Brotherhood and the Nour Salafists 
will use their “democratic” mandate, 
acquired via the elections to isolate 
the revolutionary youth of the 
squares and the workers in the new 
trade unions. 

But there is great danger in fetishis- 
ing any one tactic in a revolution. In 
a different political conjuncture the 
same tactic can isolate the van- 
guard from the masses rather than 
fuse them together. Both Mubarak 
in February and Tantawi and the 
SCAF in November had little legiti- 
macy in the eyes of the masses for 
preserving their grip on power. There- 
fore the courageous actions of the 
occupiers, their willingness to die for 
their cause won over the millions. 
Today the “legitimacy” of the elec- 
tions (however fraudulent in some 
respects) show that the Islamists have 
mass support. The danger now is that 
they use it- to unleash a crackdown 
on the left and on the militant van- 
guard of the workers. 

To elect councils in the squares 
as a form of popular democracy 
can have a certain validity in high 
tides of mobilisation. especially tf 
they can reach out and stimulate the 


creation of such bodies in the work- 
places and popular quarters. But the 
failure to bring down Tantawi and 
SCAF at the cnd of November, and 
the fact that elections went [for- 
ward have led numbers in the 
squares to dwindle to hundreds. To 
be true organs of mass struggte, let 
alone organs of power, councils 
will have to be rooted in the facto- 
ries, in the poorest quarters of the 
cities, in the villages and barracks too 
if they are to outweigh a parlia- 
ment or a constituent assembly. They 
will have to be created, as part of a 
mass movement for the social and 
economic demands, as well as for 
democratic demands. 

This necessitates the working class 
launching a wave of strikes fot such 
demands — creating the basis for 
an all-out general strike when the 
critical hour arrives. The 1.4 mil- 
lion strong Egyptian Federation of 
Independent Trade Unions called 
on workers to join the protests in 
Tahrir Square in November. But 
many workers are still in the official 
unions or none. Union and revolu- 
tionary youth activists need to go to 
every major workplace, calling on 
workers to hold mass meetings, for- 
mulate their demands organise 
demonstrations and clect factory 
councils. 

Clearly this is just what the gener- 
als fear. In November a member of 
the SCAF, General Mohsen el-Fan- 
gari. said on the popular al-Hayat 
TV channel: “What is the point of 
this strike. of the million marches? 


... The aim of what is going on is to 
shake the backbone of the state, 
which is the armed forces." 

Yes indeed: the aim must be to 
break the backbone of the dicta- 
torship before it can break the back 
of the revolution. But this can only 
be done by winning over the rank 
and file soldiers so that, alongside 
the workers and peasants, they can 
democratically share in shaping a 
new Egypt and helping spread the 
revolution to the many remaining 
dictatorships. 

A “second revolution” must call 
for a thoroughgoing clear-out — of 
not only the Field Marshall, his 
generals, a purging of the officer corp 
and police. but for the election of alt 
officers by rank and file soldiers, 
for the election of recallable dele- 
gates to a sovereign constituent 
assembly, for satisfying the most 
burning economic and social needs 
of the working population. 

A general strike, one growing into 
a mass popular insurrection, also 
requires the creation of the type of 
organisation that has historically 
proved capable of this: workers’, sol- 
diets’ and farmers’ councils. It 
requires a mass workers’ and youth 
defence organisation. 

Indeed only when the great mass 
of ordinary Egyptians experience the 
revolution as the means to solve their 
burning economic and social needs, 
as well as their political representa- 
tion, will the revolution be truly 
unstoppable. 

The revolutionary vanguard forces 
have to build this up into a pro- 
gramme for making the revolution 
permanent — ongoing — until the 
workers and poor themselves take 
power into their own hands. Only 
then will the revolution be safe from 
all sorts of counterrevolution: Lib- 
eral-capitalist, Islamist or a restored 
military dictatorship. 
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The hardest hi 





Joy Macready 





“THE PAST 12 months have seen a 
string of cuts that have hit disabled 
people the hardest, from benefits 
changes to local authorities slashing 
social care budgets and axing con- 
cessionary bus passes.” 

This comment by Jaspal Dhani, 
CEO of the UK Disabled People’s 
Council, highlights the devastating 
effects the Con-Dem’s cuts will have 
on people with impairments, both 
directly in the form of 40 specific cuts 
targeting disabled people and as a 
side effect of cuts in public services. 

The Coalition government's cuts 
to the welfare system could set inde- 
pendent living back 30 years, accord- 
ing to UK Disabled People’s Coun- 
cil (UKDPC). They could force many 
into poverty or residential care 
homes, which are also facing budg- 
els cuts. 

In addition, the proposed 300,000 
additional jobs to be cut in the pub- 
lic sector - up from the original esti- 
mate of 410,000 - will also damage 
disabled workers’ ability to find 
employment, as private sector busi- 
nesses have a poor record im employ- 
ing people with disabilities. 

But it just gets worse — families and 
carers could be hit by more cuts 
when learning disability services are 
reviewed in the new year. For exam- 
ple, Kingston Council will try to find 
£1.2m of savings from day care, home 


care and other projects when it 
begins its six-month review in Jan- 
uary. 

After widespread outrage. the 
Con-Dem government was forced to 
do a U-turn on plans to scrap mobil- 
ity component of disability living 
allowance (DLA) for 80,000 people 
in care homes. It planned to save 
£160 million by removing the £50-a- 
week benefit. 

However, what the Coalition has- 





n’t backed down on is the demean- 
ing and dehumanising retesting of 
those on DLA by private contractor 
Atos Healthcare, despite doctors’ 
challenging the medical legitimacy 
of these tests. According to DWP fig- 
ures, the DLA has the lowest fraud 
rate (0.5%) af any benefit. There- 
fore, the government's determina- 
tion to take 20% of people off DLA 
will mean that 19.5% of disabled 
people will have their benefits with- 


EDL join forces with 





Dan Edwards 





THE FASCIST English Defence 
League (EDL) has joined forces with 
the British Freedom Party (BFP), a 
party headed by ex-UKIP member 
Paul Weston and mainly comprised 
of former BNP members who have 
jumped from Nick Griffin’s sinking 
ship. This is the first time the EDL 
has endorsed electoral candidates 
and demonstrates both the strengths 
and weaknesses of the group. 
EDL demo numbers have been 
falling over recent months. Only a 
few hundred bothered turning up to 
the last national protest-in Birm- 
ingham. Apparently, fascist thugs, out 
for a day of beating Lefties and Mus- 
lims, don’t take to being kettled by 
police in a car park. The more hard- 
core fascist members have drifted 
away from the organisation, or 
turned to splinter groups (North- 
East Infidels, North-West Infidels, 
Combined Ex-Forces, etc} and older 
fascist organisations such as the 
National Front, in an effort to build 
anew street army of the far right. 
On the other hand, the EDL has 
also faced problems associated with 
portraying itself as a respectable and 
legitimate organisation. More mod- 
erate supporters have been put off 
by the violence of members (both 
during and outside of protests, and 
sometimes even directed against 
other EDL members), racist com- 
ments posted all over facebook pages 
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and the excessive drinking on 
demonstrations. The new alliance is 
a chance for the EDL leadership to 
prove its ‘respectability’ by showing 
that it can campaign in mainstream 
electoral polities, while trying to 
engage their members in new areas 
of activism that are less demoralis- 
ing than being penned in with a 
bunch of pissed skinheads beating 
each other up. 

The BFP are aiso gaining from this 


union. Many of them are former 
members of the BNP (including noto- 
tious fascists such as Simon Ben- 
nett and Lee Barnes) that are 
unhappy at being in a group out of 
the media limeJight. Partnering 
with the EDL has seen the BFP raise 
its profile, appearing in several news- 
papers and Weston was interviewed 
on TV. As well as being a publicity 
move. it is also an attempt to provide 


theirnew fascist project with elec- - 





drawn and pushed into abject 
poverty. 

Atos, which is paid £100 million a 
vear by the government to take ben- 
efits away from the sick, has been 
accused of altering forms — after the 
person tested had signed them — to 
falsely claim they were NOT dis- 
abled. With sickening irony, the com- 
pany is a sponsor of the Paralympic 
Games. 

But people with disabilities are 


are fighting back 


organising and taking action against 
the government and Atos Health- 
care. In May, over 8,000 joined the 
Hardest Hit March on parliament to 
protest against the cuts. This was fol- 
lowed up on 22 October, one year 
after the government's compre- 
hensive Spending Review, which saw 
mass protests in 14 cities across the 
UK. 

As part of UK Disability History 
Month, a number of actions are 
planned across the country in 
December. In London, activists are 
planning to target Atos in a ‘Fes- 
tive Month of Action’. This began 
with a demonstration of disabled 
people, benefit claimants and sup- 
porters outside the Paralympic Goal 
Ball test event being held at the 
Olympic Park on Saturday 3 Decem- 
ber, and ends with a ‘Real Victo- 
rian Christmas Party and Picnic’ in 
Triton Square NWE outside Atos 
Healthcare’s headquarters on 16 
December at 2pm. 

The government is making a fun- 
damental attack on equality. Local 
and national anti-cuts organisations 
must link the fight against public sec- 
tor cuts and the battle against pri- 
vate companies profiting off of peo- 
ple’s misery into a mass fight back. 
Only a mass mobilisation wil] stop 
(hese attacks. As a disability rights 
activist said: “I am not disabled — I 
live with an impairment. The term 
‘disabled’ is defined by how society 
views and treats you.” 





BNP splitters 





toral foot soldiers and street fighters, 

Not surprisingly, however, there 
seems to be problems with the merger 
already. as rank-and-file EDL mem- 
bers don’t want to be manipulated by 
a few burnt-out ex-Griffinites with no 
chance of getting anywhere in the 
elections. A leaked online conversa- 
tion between BFP leaders discussing 
how they could use the EDL's periph- 
ery ta their adyantage and should 
keep hold of contact details once they 


registered to the party has intensified 
this mistrust. 

However, no one should underes- 
timate the potential of this new far- 
right political alliance. Inthe leaked 
conversation, BFP leader Peter 
Mullins taiked about orienting 
towards the ‘proletariat’ (he immedi- 
ately apologised for using ‘commu- 
nist words’), whose anger with the cur- 
rent sysicm is growing, as a way of 
bolstering the group's support before 
trying to win over more of the mid- 
dle class. He explicitly said that they 
need the EDL because of the num- 
bers they can mabilise on the streets. 

‘These are traditional fascistic ways 
of organising that emerge during a 
prolonged economic crisis; a weak 
left and inability of the unions’ fead- 
ership to launch a real fight back 
against the crisis compound the sit- 
uation. With less workers being 
organised in the unions and more 
people being thrown onto the dole 
and into poverty, fascist groups could 
potentially grow off.the back of 
attempts to blame foreign workers 
and trade unions for prolonging 
the crisis. : 

If we want to stop the fascists, we 
have to prevent their violence by 
mobilising on the streets and defend- 
ing our communities. and we also 
need to provide a united left-wing 
political force that can organise 
against the government's attempts 
to make us ~ the working class— pay 
for the crisis. 
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Zombies are big 
business, with more 
games and movies 
coming out every year 
cashing in on the idea 
of the walking dead. 
Will Walsh looks at 
why our society is So 
zombified 


AMC’'S THE Walking Dead has 
taken the world by storm. Based on 
the graphic novel of the same name, 
the series follows a group of survivors 
as they have made their way across 
a desolate zombie filled wasteland. 
The second season has now come to 


a climatic end with the next season | 


scheduled for next year. The Walk- 
ing Dead is part of the recent obses- 
sion with all things zombie — from 
dressing up for the ‘zombie apoca- 
lypse’ to the large number of zom- 
bie themed computer games, what is 
the fascination with the living dead? 


The Zombie economy 

There has been a spate of articles and 
books talking about zombie capital- 
ism, zombie corporations and zom- 
bie nations. The zombie theme refers 
to the living dead nature of capital- 
ism, not only a system that refuses 
to die, but has ina sense already died, 
the life has come out of it and now it 
just feeds on the flesh of the living. 
It also specifically refers to the bail 
out of banks and companies around 
2008 which saw them resurrected 
from the grave, but not to see 





renewed life in the economy, sim- 
ply to stop it from complete collapse. 

Nouriel Roubini, a mainstream 
economist who was pretty accurate 
in his predictions of where the econ- 





Staging the riots 





Joy Macready 





The Riots at Tricycle Theatre 17 
November ~ 10 December 


THE RIOTS, written by Gillian ; 


Slovo, is a thought-provoking 
account of the UK riots that erupted 
in summer 2010. Based on more than 
60 interviews, the play gives a voice 
to the many “actors” involved in the 
real-life: drama: from the police, riot- 
ers and community activists that 
were out on the streets during those 
days and nights, to a father of two 
who was burnt out of his flat above 
the Allied Carpet shop in Tottenham, 
to the commentators, politicians, 
defence solicitors and the judges that 
passed down such punitive sentences, 

The first act. focused more on the 
physical location and movement of 
the riots: Mark Duggan’s murder and 
subsequent community demon- 
stration, the police deployment 


and the response on Tottenham's , 


streets. Importantly, the second act 
addressed the political situation that 
led to the spread of the riots across 
the UK, linking the events to the cur- 
rent economic environment and the 
government’s cuts to benefits and 
the Education Maintenance 
Allowance (EMA), which has left 
many working class youth with a 
bleak future. 

Inthe play,one rioter said:“‘I thought 
wow, I need to take advantage of the 
situation ‘cos this is never goin’ta hap- 
pen again, there’s no police the shop- 
keepers aren't there, so why not just 
go an’ take what you want’.” Sounds 
remarkably like the bankers that 
walked off with millions in bonuses 


while the government looked on. 
The most poignant voice was Sadie 
King, a resident of the Pembury 
Estate in Hackney, who challenged 
MP Diane Abbott’s dismissive atti- 
tude that the estate was rife with 
gangs. Sadie explained how the 
police have turned the public areas 
of the estate into a dispersal zone,so 
that youth have no place to hang out. 
She highlighted how the police ter- 
rorise and demonise the young peo- 
ple on the estate - just by living there 
they are labelled as delinquents and 
criminals. She voiced the pride of a 
community plagued by poverty but 
trying to do the best they could. 
During the talkback session. 
Labour MP John McDonnell linked 
the MPs expenses scandal and the 
use of taxpayers’ money to pay huge 
bankers’ bonuses to a breakdown in 
societal mores. He pointed out the 
hypocrisy of MPs arguing for harsher 
prison sentences for rioters, when 
they had stolen thousands from the 
taxpayer. He agreed with an audi- 
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ence member that those sentenced 
- on average 12.5 months, with some 
getting as much as two years for 
stealing such incidentals as mois- 
turiser - should be viewed as politi- 
cal prisoners. for the long sentences 
are politically motivated. 

The audience in the talkback ses- 
sion reflected class divisions within 
UK society. Some argued that the 
punitive sentences meted out to the 
rioters were correct and others 
tried to de-politicise the events by 
saying that they were all just mind- 
less thugs enjoying themselves. The 
majority, however, could see that the 
riots were part of a bigger political 
picture, a resistance movement that 
includes the pension strikes and the 
Occupy Movement. Itis a class issue. 
As one audience member said: “If 
these riots had happened in Kensing- 
ton, they would have been contained 
within an bour. They left the poor 
areas to burn. It is divide and rule - 
a way of pitting people within com- 
munities against each other.” I 








omy was going a few years ago — 
argued that high debt levels “have 
created zombie households, zom- 
bie banks, and zombie govern- 
ments”. This is how we live today - 
suspended between the old life and 
the new one, a world waiting for rev- 
olution that has not yet come. 


Zombies in films 
To really understand what the ideo!l- 
ogy behind zombies is I thipk we 
need to analyse what a zombie really 
is and what it culturally represents, 
Monsters throughout the years have 
always mirrored saciety’s issues and 
most of all fears. From the beginning 
of film in the early part of the 20th 
century the fear was the ‘outsider’ 
(xenophobia) so we have films such 
as Birth of a Nation, a pro-KKK 
movie set in the US civil war. As 
movie developed horror films began 
to be made in the 30s and 40s with 
adaptations of classic gothic litera- 
ture such as Frankenstein and Drac- 
ula, the former being about the 
fear of technology and science and 
the latter being the fear again of 
the ‘outsider’ but also sexual awak- 
ening and homosexuality. Japan, with 
their own specific national trauma 
of the atomic bombings in 1945, 
invented Godzilla, which represents 
the fear of nuclear energy, weaponry 
and mutations. The list goes on. 
Zombies are different. They have 
represented different fears over 
the many years they appeared in 
film. Of course it is easy to see zom- 
bies as a metaphor for sickness and 
disease ~ an epidemic, but what if 
there is something else? George A. 
Romero’s Night of the Living dead 
(1969), released just after the civil 
tights movement, shows a clear 
metaphor for racial tension in the 
deep south of America ~ one scene 
has the police/establishment open- 
ing fire on an unarmed black man, 
an event that was not uncommon 
then — or today. In fact Romero often 
uses the police or the army as the 
‘survivors’ in his films, although he 
often shows them being incompetent 
and overrun by the masses of zom- 
bies. It could be argued that Romero 


is using this as an anti-establishment 
metaphor. In the 1970’s Romero 
releases arguably his greatest work, 
Dawn of the Dead, which is an obvi- 
ous analogy of consumerism in 
America. The undead return to the 
shopping mall and walk its halls with 
drooling abandon as the survivors 
hold up on the roof. “What are they 
doing, why do they come here?” asks 
one character. “Some kind of instinct, 
memory, what they used to do” is the 
reply; “This mall was an important 
place in their lives”. 


Undead capitalism 


Zombie riot 

A running theme through all zom- 
bie films though has always been 
social ‘disorder’. One of the rea- 
sons why the zombie is the most pop- 
ular monster of our time is that we 
are seeing real life uprisings and rev- 
olutions ail over the world. It’s 
arguable that zombies are the ulti- 
mate anti-capitalist monsters as they 
represent a punishment to us when 
the excesses of our society teach 
fever pitch. The fear of mass disor- 
der by apparently mindless individ- 
uals mirrors the kind of response the 
establishment has had to the Occupy 
movement. In zombie films, the reac- 
tion of the survivors is often worse 
than the zombies themselves in these 
films (robbing the dead of their jew- 
ellery and killing each other te 
steal a car or tood). 

The Walking Dead shows the 
decay of the American dream along 
with capitalism. The first season 
showed the characters in an urban 
decaying sprawi, husks of tanks litter 
the streets, shops and buildings stand 
in disarray as the zombies shamble 
ali around. “Zombies represent 
America hitting a very low bottom, 
as we witness the spectacle of con- 
sumer capitalism transforming itself 
into a feudalistic dance of death,” said - 
the cultural critic David J, Skal. 

Zombies can be scen as the ultimate 
‘have-not’s’ and the survivors ‘haves’. 
It’s not hard to see zombies in the films 
White Zombie and Plague of Zom- 
bies as displaced workers, the latter is 
even set in a Cornish tin mine. We see 
clear parallels of the zombie-as-pro- 
letarian in Alfred Metraux’s book 
Voodoo, set in Haiti. “The zombie is 
a beast of burden, which his master 
exploits without mercy, making him 
work in the fields. weighing him down 
with labour, whipping him freely 
and feeding him on meagre, tasteless 
food.” Whilst vampires are synony- 
mous with Aristocrats who suck the 
blood of the peasants, zombies are the 

‘beyond the grave’ trade unionists 
marching collectively on the few. 

Really the Zombies are about you 
and me, the united collective against 
the real evil (capitalism, corporations, 
and our government). 
They represent the fear of the mass, 
the multi-million, and express the 
fear of the capitalists that society 
might collapse into disorder. 

To get past the undead capital- 
ism and escape a zombified world. 
we need to rise from our acquiescent 
graves and unite - but we won't be 
mindlessly eating people - we will be 
striking, occupying and resisting. 
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What Christmas 
means for capitalism 














2¥ ge 
EVERY YEAR Christmas 
starkeagliegNo-sooner gre thé Hal- 
low fuficsiudicn down from the 


displays than the fake plastic trees, 
chocolate calendars and snow-in-a-can 
decorations come out, Whilst Christ- 
mas is meant to be a ‘magical time’ it 
can often be incredibly stressful for 
many, and often sees family bust ups 
and rows as everyone is forced 
together to have a good time. 

The time of year is a particular pres- 
sure on women. The adverts on tele- 
vision for women to go shopping, to 
be the ones who make sure that 
‘Christmas happens’ are an ideologi- 
cal bombardment which is designed 
to reinforce deeply entrenched atti- 
tudes about the role of women — just 
take the Boots advert (“here come the 
girls”) . It is because the Christmas sea- 
son revolves around family, hospital- 
ity and cooking which are of course 
primarily associated with women. 

‘The annual ritual of Christmas is an 
important one for capitalism —it is usu- 
ally a highly profitable time for retail. 
Peapte spend a lot at Christmas, usu- 
afly much more than they can afford, 
not just on presents but on food and 
alcohol as well as on transport to and 
from family homes. 

Peonle are critical of how com- 
mercialised Christmas is. Having 
started life as the personification of the 
‘Christmas spirit’ in the 16th century, 
Father Christmas subsequently merged 
with another folktale - St Nicholas, a 
Greek Bishop who was reputedly sent 
Nuns out to give gifts to the poor and 
provided sailors with cheap presents 
for their families. 

Today Father Christmas is the great- 
est mascot the toy industry could have 
- aritual of consumerism dressed up 
in feel-good sentimentality, deeply 
embedded in the cultural traditions of 
billions of people. We should also pon- 
der why, despite Father Christmas only 
giving out presents to the good chil- 
dren, that it seems the richer ones 
always get the better presents. 


Spend, spend, spend! .. 

Many:people on thé left'are critical 
of whatthey see as a consumerist cul- 
ture which has left us apathetic and 
unctitical. Indeed, the idea that we have 
been co-opted into the capitalist sys- 
tem through the mass media or “mind- 
less consumerism” is a popular one. 
The idea started with people like 
Daniel Bell and Theodor Adomo in 
the 1950s and 60s who argued that eco- 
nomic growth was creating a ‘post- 
political’ society where class contra- 
dictions and struggles were 
diminishing, lt was a period of unprece- 
dented economic growth, and the start 


of the idea that each generation would 


be better off than-the last. : 
But all of the consamerist culture 
that we live in today is very much a 
product of the rising wages after the 
war and cheap-consumer credit which 
the bosses used under globalisation to 
give their system a massive boost. 
Falling prices, and cheap credit encour- 


fifthinternational.org 


aged consumer spending, allowing mil- 
lions to ‘buy into’ the system, and 
feel that they had a stake in capitalism. 

Today wages are falling and credit 
is an albatross around our necks - 


many of us won't be able to have the * 
standard of living that our parents had, : 


or even our grandparents In that sense 


even if it is true that people became ¢ 


less active in socialist politics this is not 
a result of consumerism. People are 


not less politically active because they * 


have consumed more; they are less 
politically active because they feet their 
lives have improved somehow under 
the current system - why overthrow 
it? The increased consumption is a by- 
product of that, not the cause of it. 

It was the German Marxist Walter 
Benjamin who examined the role of 
‘consumerism’ in how the ruling elites 
try toshape and mould our outlook on 
life. But being awash with consumer 
commodities also creates a problem for 
ruling ideology, because it promises us 
a fulfilment that we can rarely achieve. 
We can never get all the things we are 
told we should want - that was the ‘un- 
political’ aspect of the summer riots, 
the desire to have the trainers:and 
plasma screen TVs in the face of wage 
cuts, job losses and austerity. 

This disappointment, the gap 
between what is promised and what is 
possible for most people opens up a 
space,one that can become radicalised 
if it is linked to.an anti-capitalist:eri- 
tique ~ rather than just a eet of apa- 
thy towards political action... 


Christmas after capitalism 


Tf you cut through the consumiérist’ 


alienation and phony good will around: 
Christmastime, there is a real sense 
of living in-a world where the usuat 
traumias of work and social alienation 
are - gone.-where we feel goodwill and: 
- amerry time together. It is not just the 
Christian message which lies, increas- 
ingly obscured, behind the Disneyfied 
season which we experience. that pro- 
vides the sense of compassion: We lav- 


ish each other with presents and gifts. . 


Everyone has thought ‘why can’t 


The Christmas crush - an annual event 


everyday be Christmas?’ at some point 
in their lives— and why shouldn't it be? 

The idea of goodwill on earth and 
peace to everyone, those feel-good 
movies that they show on TV, the clas- 
sic Dickens Christmas Tale of Scrooge 
and his journey from horrible. gnarled 
old capitalist to a lovable philanthropic 
gent, are all part of an ideological mes- 
sage about human community, forgive- 
ness and tolerance. Normally some- 
one might shout at that guy for cutting 
in front of them in traffic or ignore 
homeless people but in December... 
well everything is just different. Maybe 
your boss even lets you finish work a 
few hours early so you can spend more 
time with your family. It tacitly 
acknowledges that the rest of the year 
we are miserable. alienated and angry 
with each other — victims of an increas- 
ingly stressful work life which grinds 
us down. People have to ask them- 
selves, why should we be nice to 
each other only at Christmas? 

Christmas is a time of mixed ento- 
tions - it can be exhilarating and frus- 
trating, a high point of the year anda 
low point. As part of the struggle for 
human emancipation we have to be 
critical of the way these holidays are 
manipulated by capitalists for their 
own benefit and reinforce a i 
lar way of life. 

There is no crystal ball which we can 
gaze into to get a picture of life after 
capitalism. But.a society which 
replaces capitalism would necessarily 
be one founded on removing the 
exploitatative basis of capitalism, End- 
ing private ownership and removing 


- the profit logic would reverse the trend 


towards poverty in the home and 
alienation in the workplace. It would 
be a society geared towards organis- 
ing the productive efforts of human- 
ity to solve our crises of hausing, edu- 


-cation‘and oppression, rather than 


generating massive wealth for a few 
individuals It would be a world driven 
by solidarity, empathy and collective 
action rather than selfishness, individ- 
ualism and greed. Better than all the 
Christmases put together! 























WHERE WE STAND 


g Capitalism is an anarchic and crisis-ridden eco- 
? nomic system based on production for profit. 
We are for the expropriation of the capitalist class 
and the abolition of capitalism. We are for its 
replacement by socialist production planned to 
tisfy human need. Only the socialist revolution 
and the smashing of the capitalist state can achieve 

this goal. Onlyde working class, led bya y : 
























positions within the struggles. 





The Trade Unions must be transformed by a 
rank and file movement to oust the reformist 
bureaucrats, to democratise the unions and win 
them to a revolutionary action programme 
based on a system of transitional demands which 
serve as a bridge between today’s struggles and 
the socialist revolution. Central to this is the 
fight for workers’ control of production. We are for the building of fight- 
ing organisations of the working class —factory committees, industrial 
unions, councils of action, and workers’ defence organisations. 













The Russian revolution established a workers’ state. But Stalin destroyed 
workers’ democracy and set about the reactionary and utopian project 
of building “socialism in one country”. In the USSR, and the other 
degenerate workers’ states that were established from above, capital- 
ism was destroyed but the bureaucracy excluded the working class from 
power, blocking the road to democratic planning and socialism. The 
parasitic bureaucratic caste led these states to crisis and eventual destruc- 
tion. We were for the smashing of bureaucratic tyranny through polit- 

ical revolution and the establishment of workers’ democracy. We opposed 
| the restoration of capitalism and recognised that only workers’ revo- 
lution can defend post-capitalist property relations. In times of war 
weuniconditionally defend workers’ states against imperialism. 





Stalimism has consistently betrayed the working class. The Stalinist Com- 
munist Parties’ strategy of alliances between workers and capitalists 
(in ‘popular fronts) and their stages theory of revolution have inflicted 
terrible defeats on the working. class world-wide. These parties are 
reformist. : . 





























Social Oppression is an‘ integtal feature of capitalism, systematically 
oppressing people on the basis. dfirace, age. sex or séxual orientation. 
We are for the liberation of Women and for the building of a working 
class women’s movement, not ait “all class” autonomous movement. 
We are for the liberation of all of the oppressed. We fight racism and 
’ fascism. We oppose all immigration controls. We fight for labour move- 
ment support for black self-defence against racist and state attacks. We 
are for no platform for fascists and for driving them out of the unions, 









Imperialism is a world system which 
oppresses nations and prevents econontic 
development in the vast majority of third 
world countries. We support the struggles of 
oppressed nationalities or countries against 
imperialism. We unconditionally support the , 
Irish Republicans fighting to drive British 
troops out of Ireland. But against the politics 
of the bourgeois and petit-bourgeois nationalists, we fight for per- 
manent revolution — working class leadership of the anti-imperi- 
alist struggle under the banner of socialism and internationalism. 
In conflicts between imperialist countries and semi-colonial coun- 
tries, we are for the defeat of the imperiatist army and the victory 
of the country oppressed and exploited by imperialism. We are for 
the immediate and unconditional withdrawal of British troops from 
Ireland. We fight imperialist war-not with pacifist pleas but with 
militant class struggle methods including the forcible disarmament 
of “our own” bosses. 












Workers Power is a revolutionary communist organisation. We base 
our programme and policies on the works of Marx, Engels, Lenin and 
Trotsky, on the revolutionary documents of the first four congresses 
of the Third International and the Transitional Programme of the Fourth 
International. Workers Power is the British Section of the League for 
the Fifth International. The last revolutionary International (the Fourth) 
collapsed in the years 1948-51. The LSI is fighting to refound a revalu- 
tionary International and build a new world party of socialist revolu- 
tion. If you are a class conscious fighter against capitalism; if you are an 
internationalist—join us!« 
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Why the Tories 


fear our strength 


THE TORIES know that anger is 
growing and that the N30 strike 
could lead to more action. That's why 
Liberal Democrat minister Danny 
Alexander admitted "striking will 
harden opinion on the union side and 
make it harder for them to sell a deal 
to their members". 

Alexander's statement reveals 
what the Coalition is hoping for — 
that our union leaders will agree to 
partial concessions and avoid future 
strikes. Concessions that could leave 
us working longer, paying more and 
getting less in old age. 

And if we lose this great battle, it 
will weaken us on every other front 
of the Tory offensive. The fight to save 
the NHS. The campaign against the 
pay cap on public sector pay. The 
struggle against higher college fees 
and the scrapping of EMA. Resi 
ance to the halving of subsidics-for 
solar energy. The fight against 720,00 
job losses in the public sector and 
another 500,000 in the private sector. 

Tf we lose, we know what we have 
to look forward to. The Institute of 
Fiscal Studies — not exactly a bastion , 
of socialism —reports that if the Tory 
Coalition gets its way most people 
in Britain will be worse off in 2015 





WITH BRITAIN predicted to go back 
into recession next year, and with a 
new credit crunch and the collapse 
of the Eurozone looming, what's the 
answer to a capitalist system in 
crisis? 

The TUC is calling for alternative 
policies ~ on 25 October general 
secretary Brendan Barber calted for 
fairer taxes, closing tax loopholes, 
investing in green jobs and 
infrastructure and a living wage. 
That's fine as far as it goes — which 
is rowhere near far or fast enough, 
None of that will stop the jobs 
massacre or prevent the banks 
trom cutting off funds in the 
coming crunch. Nor does the TUC 
oppose ail the cuts: instead Barber 
calied for “a more realistic 10 year 
plan” for “reducing the deficit” 
instead of the Tories’ four year 
plan. That weans the same amount 
of cuts spread out over longer, not 
opposition to cuts, 

But we didn’t cause this crisis so 
we shouldn't pay for it — not over 
four years, 10 years or even for five 
minutes. Because it is a lie to say 





there’s no alternative to deficit 

reduction through cuts. 

Instead every country could simply 

cancel its debt ta the billionaire 

bondholders — we could obliterate 
the deficit overnight if we tax the 
rich, seize corporate and banking 
profits and scrap armaments 
programmes. And we could stop 
the banks paying themsteevs 
massive bonuses and cutting off 

‘unprofitable’ investment by taking 

them inte state hands, merging 

hem into a single not-for-profit 
state investment bank run by the 
people, and directing investment to 
where there is human need. 

* Nationalise the banks without 
compensation under democratic 
workers’ and consumers’ contro! 

* Decent pensions for alt. A single 
state owned and guaranteed 
pension scheme for public and 
private sector workers 

* End unemployment — cut the 
hours not the jobs, with no loss of 
pay 

* Tax the rich to absorb the deficit 
and fund a huge programme of 


than we were in 2002. 

Now is not the time to feel 
defeated however - although we 
know the task before us is daunting. 

We have only this to say — the other 
side fears us even more. They fear us 
because they know that they cannot 
live without us, but we can live with- 
out them. They wil] use their police, 
their courts and their laws against us, 
but we can win, if we are united and 
determined, if we know our own 
strength and we don't let he judges or 
the bureaucrats hold us back. 

All resistance creates the possibil- 
ity of victory - as long as we learn 
from the defeats and the set backs. 
Most importantly we need to get 
organised, to build the mcetings in 
the local arcas and at workplaces, to 
create networks of activists who can 
co-ordinate better, and we need to 
unite all the struggles together. That 
is why a general strike is so impor- 
tant - not because we think we can 
get it tomorrow, but because we need 
to campaign for it and build up 
support for the idea across all sec- 
tors If you agree with that then con- 
tact Workers Power for some extra 
copies of our paper for people you 
know. : 


public works 

For a sliding scale of wages to 
keep in line with inflation 

¢ Cancel the national debt: pay the 
workers, not the bondholders 

* Cut the wars — troops out of 


The campaign for an 
anticapitalist alternative 


WE ARE facing areal offensive by 
the bankers and the capitalist class 
to make the workers pay for their 
crisis. We are not the only country 
to face this offensive, this is an inter- 
national attack by the capitalist class 
against the working class. 

Hikes in student fees, attacks on 
pensions, more privatisation of the 
NHS, reductions in welfare bene- 
fits, millions on the dole and a stag- 
nating economy — this is what we 
face unless we can organise an 
anti capitalist force, rooted in the 
working class, that can break this 
government and open the road toa 
new socialist society, 


Unity 
But our own side is divided and at 
the moment unable to mount the 
resistance that is necessary. The anti- 
cuts struggle is a prime example 
where three competing campaigns 
- Unite the Resistance, Coalition of 
Resistance and the NSSN — have 
béen set up, each ostensibly to coor- 
dinate the struggles, But they quickly 
reveal themselves to be fronts run 
behind the scenes by various polit- 
ical groups for their own benefit. 
The seriousness of the crisis in 
Britain is forcing us to take a look 
at the left as well, to see if we are 'fit 
for purpose’. We cannot continue 
with business as normal. We have 
to build a leadership from below 
which can spread the resistance and 


Afghanistan now 

» Fight for the nationalisation of the 
energy companies under workers 
control without compensation 
and draw up a renewable energy 
plan 


fight for an anticapitalist solution 
to the crisis. 

Theré are a growing number of 
us who think that we need a realign- 
ment on the left, we need a new per- 
spective and a new organisation. 
There are a number of organisations 
which have formed from uniting 
some of the left and bringing in new 
forces, like the NPA in France, the 
NAL in the Czech Republic or 
Antarsya in Greece is needed, one 
that unites people from different 
traditions and backgrounds ina 
common struggle against the gov- 
ernment. These projects all have the 
good and bad sides, but all repre- 
sent important developments on the 
international Icft. 

We think it would be useful to 
come together to discuss ways of 
taking steps towards some frame- 
work of unity. In a respectful and 
comradely atmosphere we would 
be able to consider both the prob- 
lems and the possible solutions that 
could advance our goal of renew- 
ing and strengthening the workers’ 
movement, placing socialist ideas 
back on the agenda of millions of 
people and rebuilding organisations 
that have the strength and support 
necessary for us to begin to score 
decisive victories against the bosses. 


Send an email to 
anticapitalistalternative@gmail.com 
to get involved 





* A democratic plan of production 
in place of the madness of the 
market 

* Aworkers’ government based on 
delegates elected by assemblies 
of working class people 





